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PART II— Section 3— Sub-section (ii) 

(wr *wmu lit wfavry) *ttot ark (*fa ttjji $?r jrcmnfi fit wtyvrr) 

HTfwrfmf TTTt mfi far? *rq munvi min nk vtfa^wnj 

Statutory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 
(other than the Ministry of Defence) by Central Authorities 
(other than the Administrations of Union Territories) 


NOTICE 

S.O. 2155 — -The undermentioned Gazettes of India Extraordinary was/werc published tip to the .1 £>75 :■ 


Issue No. and Date Issued by Subject 

No. 


Issue No. and Date Issued by Subject 

No. 



i. hrrowjo i (w) hrm? i amrf), 197 5 arra Tfrtftmr wmEr rrmpt sum tm n rmw tt«rr Ewpt mm faa W a wst % 

'tMEpt % stk i "Enrs;-; srufht am am srnwa 1 

1, S.O. 1 (E) dated 1st Jan. 1975 . Delimitation Commission, India. Order made by the Delimitation Ccmirissicn in 

respect of the delimitation of parliamentary and 
assembly Constituencies in the State of Andhra 
Pradesh. 

2. mrorfro 2(w) Rato i ira*ft, 1975 amt Tlmfraa ottEt aTfa~r my mm fa«Ta war fauka tsar 

% 'rfmfma an; a qfrtfiua mata ftm am 
nawa 1 

2. S.O. 2 (E) dated 1st Jan. 1975 . Delimitation Commission, India. Order made by the Delimitation Commission in respect 

of the delimitation of Parliamentary and Assembly 
Constituencies in the Slate of Tamil Nadu. 
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1 2 3 

3 . ( 5 r),fTTfe 1 3 FTTT 1 , 1975 *rtfapnr MW 

3. S.O. 3 (E) dated the 1st Jan. 1975 . Ministry of Commerce. 

4 . 4('«t), fajTfT 4 STTTfV, 1975 4ctTTT 

4. S.O. 4(E), dated 4th Jan. 1975 . Ministry of Labour. 

5. WT°Pt° (*T) feWF 4 5mft, 197 5 43T3T 

5, S', 0.5(E), dated 4th January, 1975 . Ministry of Home Affairs, 

6. rrofaofl (w)', farfe 4 TEEU), 1 975 ’ptHTEFT 

6 S.O,6(E) dated 4th Jan. 1975 . Ministry of I-Iome Affairs. 

7- fTTufro 7 (*r), pprbfT 4 3^4, 19 75 tji3 TREAT 

7, S.O. 7(E) dated 4th Jan. 1975 .. Ministry of Home Affairs, 

8, Wopro s ($r),pEritfr 4 3ETtKt, 1975 TtJ BATAT 

8. S O. 8(E) dated 4th Jan. 1975. . Ministry of Home Affairs. 

9. TTT°f4°9 (sr),pT3f3t 1975 tj? 4TTAT 

9. S.O. 9(E) dated 4th Jan. 1975. , Ministry of Home Affairs. 

10. fffopTMO (*r), Pcrfr 4 ATtrfl, I 975 35 TREAT 

10. S O. 10(E) dated the 4th Jan. 1975. . Ministry of Home Affairs. 

1 J. TTopR 1 1 (*T),ft 9 tTr 4 ATTfl, 1 975 T^ TATAT 

U. S.O. 11(E) dated 4th Jan .. 1975. . Ministry of Home Affairs. 


4 

%rtfU TOTT t?R7 TTftRT TATAR ft WW TWIT 9/ 67, 

fXTfr 1 THAT, 1907 3T Rt 3RET | 

Central Govt, rcsinds the Order No. 9/67, dated the 1st 
August 1967 of the Ministry of Commerce. 

4r54T attir sfrWrpRP fanr 4 ato faTT 4 fim r4 

4 TATTf, 197 5 If HI: ATT; *4 fen rffe fetj >t. <Tf I 

Central Govt, prohibits strike connection with indus- 
trial dispute in the Food Corporation for a period 
six month w.e.f. 4-1-75. 

atet ta tTfaPm, 1909 4 ataat if taa vfjfc r 34 
tth) 4 r H-1-75 4 ’$?, PfT itfriTTAT 4 aPpt 
ghfr 1 

The duly of every person serving in Haryana for 
peiiod of 6 months. w.e.f. 8-1-75 as active service 
duty under the Border Security Force Act, 1968. 

fTWTT 4A AfTfATA, 19 69 4 WTATT A JRTT ®TfTA 44 

:J 'C 

TTHt 3fr 8-1-7 5 4 0: ATA % fetf HTAfdTT 4 ffbw 
TTHt ffeff I 

The duty of every person serving in Rajasthan for a 
period of 6 months w.e.f. 8-1-75 as active duty 
under the Border Security J : orce Act, 1968. 

ipAr jpt srfefTrrr, 1969 4 tf^m 4 st4a nrfe q4:*T4 

AT 9-1-75 4 HI: iflA 4 fetr hjart 4 aNt WHf 

U4r 1 

The duty of every person serving in West Bengal for a 
■period of 6 months w.e.f. 8-1-75 as active duty 
under the Border Securily Force Act, 1968. 

<A AfafTTA, 1 9 6R % 4 SRW S#fA 4t 

TAT) 17-1-75 4 A: ata 4 fetr feeTR 4 ApW 
?T 4 I 

The duty of every person serving in Bihar for a period 
of 6 months w.e.f. 17-1-75 as active duty under the 
Border Security Force Act, 1975 

tjTET TA AfafATA, 19 68 4 WJAAA 4 5Tf4t =l4 

At 23 - 1-75 4 w art 4 fern fTRfr 4 aNtath) 

srbfr 1 

The duly of every person serving in Delhi for a period 
of 6 months w.e.f. 23-1.-75 as active duty under the 
Border Security Jorce Act, 1975. 

AASTT 313 iqfEJpm, 1968 % HEJIRW 4 seat wtTwt 41 
4f 25 - 1-75 4 hj: art 4 fet 7 4ri,?rr 4 aNa sttfr 

544 1 

The duty of every person serving in Kerala for a period 
of 6 months w.e.f. 25-1-75 as active duty under the 
Border Security Force Act, 1968. 

(TOTT TA TTfafTTA, 1969 4 SRJU <.u| 4 MAfe' *if[AA 34 
TTeJ At 31-1-75 4 hi: art 4 fetr AA1AT 4 ApW 
s;f4 friff 1 

The duty of every person serving in Meghalaya for a 
period of 6 months w.e.f. 31-1-75 as active duty under 
the Border Security Force Act, 1968. 






A. JTTjft-o 12 (%), f^-thp 4 sm3, i‘)75 tnfpr trmftst tram %^pt aro p^rt *fk fan tf&r t^rtfiitpR fcrftsr, 

sraS tfit EFtm TTr i - 

6. S.0.12(L) daled 4th Jan. 1975. . Ministry of Industry and Civil Further recognition of Pepper and ginger Marchants 

Supplies. Association Ltd; Bombay by lhc_Ccntral Govern- 

ment. 

7. ^rrow® i:t(ir),fWnt 4 *** 3 , 1975 fart tram t-tHt mvrx snr «fr rnr<>t>*ro wj, h 3 t ns 

Pf^STfr, fafiri*, *rjpr, Tl 15 1976 5PP 

*refrr dfpr Ppm *rr w forpra 3 r*t i 

7 S. 0 . 13 (E), dated 4lh Jan. 1975. . Ministry of Finance. Appointment of Shri N.S. Bhat formerly Chairmen 

and Managing Director, Binny Ltd., Madras as 
Member L.l. Corporation of India uplo 15th Octo- 
ber, 1976 by the Central Govt.* 

8 . ^TTfoTTfo 1 4 (Vt) fWP 4 311*3, 197 5 Ffa Pfa f*T4Ti£ trapBT JTWrr *3 <j* Ri[tT% ft W5T 'JA ffa MdM4 (tSTTW 

f^sernft) *3 wftrtt^'tr tfo ft« pr° 36 G (i) *t° 15 - 6-74 

ftoTTomo 393 (#) rTTc' 37-6-74 *4 fo ftfc u T 
VFTT I 

8 S.O 14 (C) dated 4th Jan. 1975. . Ministry of Agriculture and Irriga- Rcsinds of Notfns Nos. S.0.366(F)£of 15-6-74 and 

tion. S.O. 393(C) of 27-6-75 of lata Ministry of Agricul- 

ture (Dcptt. of Food) by the Central Government. 

9 rpT^fo 1 5 (*r) fiFrpp e ^73, t o 7 5 (Aft tram *FtfPi twi < ski Rofnwo 60 5(f) <tt« 10 - 10-74 

<3 mflfUtt MRm 1 

9 S.O. 15(H) dated the 6th Jan, 1975. . Ministry of Finance. Amendment of Notfn. No, S.O.-605 (C) of 1010-74 

by the Cctral Government, 

18 *if 0 TtT O 16 (R) fctift 6***3, 197 5 tTH-T tTWBT tflAt, HR* fa* PR-TT** % fefa<T fttfett «FT TJTfn%r 

WIT I * 

10 S O 16(C) dated 6tli Jan. 1975. . Election Commission of India. Designation of Returning Officer of Union ten ilory 

of Goa, Daman & Diu. 

vsTatrfc i7(r), fa*fa g *** 3 , 1975 trrer Ppffa* ^rr-Eftw tffar, m 5 tV< fa* tra-*m 3 * % fafa feft* 

WTf'TOT 4TT fnWT 4, TAT I ■ 

S O 17(E) Dated 6th Jan. 1975. . . Election Commission of India. Appointment of Assistant Relurnirg CfF.ccrs of the 

Union Territory of Goa, Daman & Diu. 

11 . rrr „5!T® lS(*),fo'Tfa 7 1975 tfafitfa* ?tP**m fcfR ***** 3771 fae<3 faw <[fw WFJT $ RTHST fctlf- 

fvft mr i 

11 S.O, 18(E) dated 7th Jan, 1975. , Cabinet Secretarial. Specification of Offences by the Central Govern- 

ment of Delhi Special Police Establishment, 

TTGiO I9(4f) fipTi'ff 7 TT-WCf, 1975 R7TTRT* 'TPlAC-T* ft vfT* 7T T F fe?Tl fafpT 'jfvRT RTPFTT * tPRlff 

nrfiRofl tisf fl^TTfwn; ** rrft fa^R trp r 
«pwr I 

S O 19 (E) dated 7th Jan, 1975 . Cabinet Secretariat Extension of Rovers and Jurisdiction of the Members of 

the Delhi Special Police Establishment to the Whole 
of the State of Bihar by the Central Govt. 
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12 . w<>m«2o(ff),f4 ; TrT a wit, 1975 ratr wtt 


12, S, 0.20(E) dated 8th Jan. 1975. . Ministry of Home Affairs. 


'PIT fR*W (rfaftSFT) STftrpTW, 1974 raff %vcftq- rrrrrn: 
197 5 % G % 10^ fair «fff RTffar % fffffrpT 
1 

Central Govt, appointing 10th Jan. 1975 to enforce 
the Delhi Municipal Corporation (Amendment) 
Act, 1974. 


'fiToWc. 2 1 (*f), fcfffa? 8 rapmt, 197 5 ^ 


S. 0.21(E) dated the 8th Jan. 1975. . Ministry of Home Affairs. 
13. RTdSITo 22(f) foTW 8 1975 PK 


13, S, 0.22(E) dated the 8th Jan. 1975. . Ministry of Home AfLirs. 
14. OToPTTo 2 3 (f) ftfffa? 9tnff4fr, 197 5 3lft<T 5f\7 Hdrflff 


fepft ffra nurr sfa rar vrvrraip raff Tmmfff ftrarsi ra?rff ^ 
fV ‘Uiffra o<ra 'it St ttrf’Rtft fa 5pfhT raffa: »pr rawra 

raff 1 

The President derects the Administer of the Union 
territory of Delhi to exercise the powers ar.d dis- 
charge the function of the Central Ooxernment. 

tfar mra wra arrr mtrrarar lit rr^qi^ ^ $ 
% fffrartr raff vrftyfft ran aptfDr *rtr f?tff rar ttpr 
> rt 1 

The President directs the Administrator of the Union 
Territory of Chandigarch to excercire the powers and 
discharge the functions of the Centra) Government. 

4tr#t4 twit onrr frrjffa' qfffapt rar tropr fffrafaFr 

4tTJTT I 


14. S.O,23(E) dated 9lh Jail. 1975. . Ministry of Industry and Civil Appointments of members of the Central Advisory 

Supplies. Council by the Central Government, 

15 . ffiuffro 24 (f) ftmiti lowcrt, 1975 frtr trwrr sttt rarftwr ^>mr ^ ;f7;ri ^ 

1 9 6 6 Tf sffa WT>T ffWttTT TTJfT I 

15. S. 0.24(E) dated the 10th Jan. 1975, Ministry of Finance. Further amendment of the Capital Issues (Application 

for Consent) Rules, 1966 by the Central Govern- 


farftt, rum ratfa raimfft wart nan pm 

(fratrpfr fawm) 

fff fawfr, 28 *ff, 197 5 

*r;o W° 2156.— raVR — Brat^lT 41T3W Xtfrrfim, 1955 

( 1 9 5 5 *61 3 6 ) raff srro 9 raff ?3ra snrr ( 1 ) ski srm rarfararff 
ra?T tpfTh rarer gn wVr fraftr, mnt xrbe rarprft ratiff ffraiffra 
rar fffsrpft fatmr *r srrora rarrararff. raff nrfffra 20 rau 1974 raff 
rarfsrgw ffo 11 / 6 / 74 — wr % R ttfo alul 

TOdT? trfffftt, train ft THrrfr Sr, ramfera? ram % Sira fffartT 

mrmimjTR tft wn tro 29 1975 nfff 

far lit srfrafaracf xrrafff ft ftrff rarraTis sramr rowr, msfart: % 
Hlfam ft W fr Ufa? STTT ffftJRR TtWt ft I 

[ffe 11 / «/7 4-ram] 
to rara^raraAT, fraitw 


MINISTRY OF LAW, JUSTICE & COMPANY AFFAIRS 
(Legislative Department) 

New Delhi, the 28th June, 1975 

S.O. 2156.— in exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 9 of the Durgah Khawuja Sahcb Act, 
1955 (36 of 1955), and in continuation of Ihc notification of 


i h A government of India in the Ministry of Law Justice 

wif ffi'V & , Legisl ± e Department No 11/6/74 
Water dated the 20th June 1974, the Central Government 

appomN Shri m’-a the , Durgah Committtee, Ajmer, hereby 

Sr Ci l sb oL Mftn l u , n ’. Rc ‘ ircd Assistant Commis- 
siuner, Aarnataka State, aa Nazim, Durgah Khawa/a Sahrh 

Ajmer for further period of twenty-three days with effect 
on and from the 29th June, 1975 y Wltn cne f 


[No. 1 1/6/74- Wafcf] 
E. VENKATESWARAN, Director 


(ntTrafrasrpr) 

ratfeir 

raf fitrrf), fraraftfr j rjrrrf, 1075 

rattosno 2157 .— to% sttt, frw jrrrmr ffppn (raltfEr 

^), 5 9515 ^ ftfftr 6 % wra snEmfr 

5 ttt (fAHi 4r rarnTr ft fa? g srrftmfj raff MYerraff 

faram tflo imf, srfcraw, 5 , 'mrara ratT^M, »tok ^ 
rartTPft % fftffa, ratfRumn-u ff fffwf % ffatm 4 
if? wtjfar, '|4Utn ypjra Sr Sow /rrmtu? (ffrSfft) ran ratin tfyfa 
fairafan f? wfarara-'t^ 'Srai ft 1 


Sec. 3 (ii) ] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA 

grfi sqfffl art WEE EETWW % EE if fEEfai % STlT if Eft 

to£ wrEfwEt 'f(f wr e ^rr ETftor eetIwe 'to % to? to 
% spje ifr% pim tor to to fww ee to fto to i 

X*T 22/57/7 4-'ElE 

JfTo WTFRrJTE, 

ewe tomto tot: ee wfto 

(Department of Justice) 

NOTrCE 

New Delhi, the 1st July, 1975 

S.O. 2157. — Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 1956, 
that application has been made to the said Authority, Under 
rule 4 of the said Rules, by Smt. Kiran V. Dcsai, Advocate, 
5, Bharat Colony, Near Sardar Patel Colony, Ahmedabad- 
14, for appointment as a Notary to practice in the State of 
Gujarat. 

2. Any obection to the appointment of the said person as a 
Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned within 
fourteen days of the publication of this Notice, 

[No. F. 22/57/74 -Jlis.] 
K. THYAGARAJAN, Competent Authority & Dy. Secy. 


ERE toto wept 

Efftcto, (i^E, 1975 

tow 

vtowto 2158 , — ee:, toto torn wr eeiete ifr w’t ft to, 

19 7 2 *T Jtr el dfdid fttTTE WET ftpl ETERW fEfffEE % fw4 
4E?l|ETE Ef fEElEE to It SJE1E Wto ET% '-ft 5 T^5TT 

JEK, ijfwE tuTldl, 1 ^ Eli Eo 4, {PJETE E£, TRit-nii , WtW 
nTd^rUW tottfEEE 1951 WET EEUtE, EETE to fEEET 5RT 
torfw-r wee % e-tt wet ft ft it ete wph et ftm 

Eifftw wte it wewe t| £ ; 

tor, ew ; ewe wtoER 4, tor ecew ijeete fto to 
it to, eeeT Ed HTEWWffT E ftto wrrw eeet wttofttw 
T|f tot $ toft fHETEE WEPT 44 E^/eT EE1ETE jt EET | 

ft: ^4 % ptese wrawwi % fwE to 'tod were et tEPtow 
to f; 

ww:,ee, ete toftor town j o-dt ^ wjtRw it to to 

toft PWESKT EEW to didst JWR ft EEE % toft to EEE 

% et toft tre to fdtrrd dm w-rr ftoE toto % ere 
YT to tor to ^ ftft Td vtor to tow fr to to 
to mdidfit ft fww fdrffrd tofaw wre | i 

[do TTdo-fdodo/4/72( 54)] 

ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
New Delhi, the 6th June, 1975 

ORDER 

S.O. 2158.- — Whereas the Election Commission is satis- 
fied that Shri Narender Kumar, Police Colony, Ward No, 4, 
Hunumangarh, Rajasthan a contesting candidate for Gene- 
ral Elections to the Rajasthan Legislative Assembly held in 
March 1972 from 4-Hamiinangarh constituency has failed 
to lodge an account of his election expenses within the time 
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and in the manner required by the Representation of the 
People Act 1951 and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is further satisfied that he has no 
good reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Narender Kumar to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. RJ-LA/4/72(54)] 

ftR (Tfo 2159. — EW, fttod WEPT ft! EETtJPT ft EET | ft 4H, 
1972 Sr grr mzr tow ftor fnrto fto mtmniT ftotor % fto 
1 48-t.MtoiM l ftotor-to ft 'jepi etsT tor totonf to 
wmt 4 ee tmr totoi dto'f rniWET, mtorto, 

ton to ttftoftor tototott, 1 9 5 1 wr nrto ^to to 
ftoni 5 ttt tofto nrnt % mEr ft«it tor it tor ftotor 
*to(<rr totototo tot >T uramT tot ; 

tor, mt;, 444 mtoErrr 4, to ^jM4 i fit 4 m^ 1 

gt: to w Jmrwprr % fto_ to ette wit 
nto tor to, ftotor toto et to ertept ^r eet t 

ft; Eto Tm w nrrwraT 4: fto to toff 'ere et rEitotoT 

tor t ; 

wrr: to ^..totrftor to ert 10-T fr ftoto 

tonr tjffffjnto uto to eee topr rriitol to rto ^ ftofr 

to Eto ET ftto ERE to fEETE EET toET fEETE EftEE 

% eeee ^r to to to Iee to tow to ffrfftr fr eTe 
e 4' to EEwrfEfE 4r to fto.% toftff mtffi | 1 

[lio EeEo -ft <JE»/l4 8 / 72 ( 71 )] 

order 

S.O. 2159. — Whereas the Election Commission is satis- 
fied that Shri Abhay Chatcnya Bramhchnri, Village Birutola, 
Tahsil Chhukhadan, Rajnandgaon, Distt. Durg who was a 
contesting candidate for election to the Madhya Pradesh 
Legislative Assembly from 148-Rajnandgaon constituency 
held in March, 1972 has failed to lodge an account of his 
election expenses within the time and in the manner as re- 
quired by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and 
the Rules made thereunder ; 

And, whereas, the said candidate even after the due notice 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for such failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section I0A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Abhay Chatcnya Braniehari to be disqualified for being 
chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of 
Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative 
Council of a Stale for a period of three years from the 
date of this order. 

[No. MP-LA/148/72(71)] 


tow 

Effort. 2160.- EE, fEEtEE WTEtE EE EEtETE (TT WET 

| ft wftr, 1 9 7 2 E 57 ; fwPR ftETE EEf ET ftp? rpERW fEEfwE 
% fto?; 271-TRRFf fEEto-tor fr weft wto to toftm: to 
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tpt jjvst, qrq 'fro qrqqqq, fqjR Tft rrfirfMwr 

qfHfkq 1 95 1 mi erasffq qqTh; qqjrprqf iri xrffkr qqq 4 
sr^< fFjT kffr & sm fkfqq ®qqf qq kir ?rfa?r vk if 
mw k |; 

zq-FT: , W ^wfftqR 4, k WT tjqqT fk kf qq 
'4 t, wifit yq qqqTvrr ^ Ftr k£ sprit kw iwEirw kJ 
forr |, wk, fkknr smfRr q?t k whet fif tot £ ft kfr 
qrq ^ *rcrt 5 raT % fan; kf qgfar sert qr sqrkfkq kf 

■rrrr: vw, qqq B'fafkT, k ejttt 10 - qr 4 +i^k ,, i 4 faqfaq 
tmfkr rrq^rrr q-qq k m ^ k 4q? % ftk k qqq 
$ qT ftk vpq k fqsrTq qvrr nw fatnq qfaR % 
sjd ■'Srk % 4k ?ft % fat] sqr srrtw k rrrfaq fr tfk k 
<ft vrsrrofisr 4 fqq fq!%r kfqq qRqr S; 1 

[q'o fa^-fkq°/27i/72( 192 )] 
ORDER 

S.O. 21 60,— Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Ram Charan Munda, Village Bulkudra, Hazaribagh 
who was a conlesing candidate for election to the Bihar 
Legislative Assembly from 271-Ramgarh constituency held, 
in March, 1972 has failed to lodge an account of his election 
expenses within the time and in the manner as required by 
the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules 
made thereunder; 

And, whereas, the said candidate even after the due notice 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he had no good 
reason or justification for such failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section IGA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Ram Charan Munda to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-LA /27 1/72/(192)] 

WTilT 

wto 2i6i. — qtr:, fkfqq mrqPr qtr *mrsrff ft qqr 
£ fa qp#, 1 9 7 2 if ftf fq^R fqtrrq fr+TT % fair qraRT fkfaFT 
% fair 2 79-ffiTfrr fbkftq-kr if qk qfa switonr 

k Tjq, tjurko qqpRqf, rfft srfaftfkq srfa- 

fqqq, 1951 tett tttfhr q a 1 v rj famf ,m vifaq htt% fqqftq 

sp-ff tt kf k if"ST qfftitT *n?r if *rtrorsr k 

4k, tpr;, qqq y*-41WR 4 kf qqqqt fair srft qq 

k, *nk ft wqqtrnT % Ftr 4 k qtRw wit Phk’fR'T qff 
fair ftqfaT srrkr ^ 15 »I 1 imrarq k w if ft 

qnr w qqqtqqT % ftrq qirf qqF=t qaiyr qr qnqffqtq 
pfff 

crt: w, sm wfafuqq, vr trier 1 o-qr % trrpiv’r if qqfm 
trrqfq trqqjrRr qyq Ri m 4f F fvift ^f qqq 

^r qr fmf tw 4f fqtnq trqr qw Frffrq qf/qs T qqtq 
qrif Bk ^ fTf W WTkr qif qnkr it qfq qf qf qrar- 
qfq 4 fqq fi'vt> i qrfqq qq qr 4 1 
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order . 

S.O. 2161. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Valeshwar Roy, Village and P. O. Kumardhubhi, 
Dhanbad who was a eontesting candidate for election to the 
Bihar Legislative Assembly from 279-Nirsa constituency held 
in March, 1972 has -failed to lodge an account of his election 
expenses as required by the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas, the said candidate even after the due notice 
has not given any reason or explanation for Ihe failure 
and the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no 
good reason or justification for such failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Ejection Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Valeshwar Roy to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a Slate 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[Noo. BR-LA /279/72(193)] 




'LL' WR 2162 . qq:, fkfqq mqfiT qq qqTtTTd iff WT 

£ ft qrq, 1 9 72 *f gq fin|R fknq qvT qr fair qTtmyr ffi q fqfi 
% ftp! 279-fkqr fqqkq-^ fr qr?r qkkdK 

4 r qTTqq q^qf, qqq yqk^ik, trqqrq qft qfqftftj?q qfqfktq, 
1951 qqr qffq ^rnr nn fwff SRr yrft ft qqd 

fadfaq ®qq'f qrr ksr qTfwq ir 4 if wra 

srk, qq:, ^■■qf^qR 4 , w ^qqrr ftq ^74 77 

bV, ®TPfr RT WqqfqqT % fqq qftf fqpnJT W qqr 7 qkr=f?vq qff 

Efqr nk fqqfm stink qrr q^ k qirrtnq qqr | ft 
qq% TTq t.q wqq>qqT % fkj kf qqftt *tu v lj r qr nrmJftcq 

m: m, qqq ktjfqqq k qnr to-qt ir fkfqq 

stn’fq hJksrtr k yCTqq k qtR ftk sjf qqq 
4 qr ftqf w k ftqrq qqr tot fqmq qftw % wm kr 

■x so 

nrk qk ?k % fik ?q qkq k qTtW it qfq k k "mfr- 
qfq ifr fk( fk^q qffk qRtq 4 1 

[q° ft^rt-fqoqo/ 279/72 ( 1 9 -1 ) ] 


ORDER 

9.0. 21.62. — Whereas (he Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Churamum Mahto, Villlagc Dumarjore, Dhanbad 
who was a contesting candidate for election to the Bihar 
Legislative Assembly from 279-NTRSA constituency held in 
March, 1972 has failed to lodge an account of his election 
expenses in the manner as required by the Representation of 
the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas, the said candidate even after the due notice 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure 
and the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reasQn or justification for such failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Churamum Mahalo to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being, a member of cither House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
Stale for a period of three years from the date of this 
order. 


[qafeR-fkqc/279/72 (l93)[ 


[No. BR-LA /279/72( 194)] 
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ETEE 


ORDER 


Rflo >ET° 2163. ITT:, fTOFEE SEeLt EE EEhTtE Ft EXT 


t f4 ei#, 1972 4 gx fxyn: fAaTR ext % Err wnRi FxxFee 
4 fTR 2 79-fxTOT HrFeE-WX 4 =pT'E EX4 Xt4 TOeFeXTT 
to xxrt xto FxxteF xm xeteFtot, xtet frorr exxtx eFl 

TrfxfEFxTE eWERE, I 95 l/EXT XiTvE XE7X Rtf FeXXF 5RT WT- 

fcTE 7ff?r 4 wt4 Ft-rFer ®txF re ato xtHte toe if ?tee;e 
x£f; 

*ftr, xx:, toe TOxixxn; 4. to eert *rx ,TT HI xt 4 xx 
r 4',, ere) to xxLxxr 4 Ln; tFF exto xxet fttotox xfr 
fen |, 4U [reFto srrxk xx rt? TO extete ?F w $ f4 to 4 
XTX w SrEXlEXT 4 fTO 4JF XxFTO ’Em XT TXTxFfXiW Eff 

wr w, to eTTOxee TO etrt i nm 4 Rrom e fEXiRE 
TORN UX^ 3RT TOE TO XXXT EXE ffTTOT <V 41 ere 4 feft TO 
’i 7 9 4 7 -fT f-tTO vTet 41 fxxTE ext x-tet Ftxte xf 7 re % exex 
ejx xtx etH y)4 4 fro to eHe xF elYx 4 TOx ex x4 
LTETxfx 4 fnrr TOkx toxt §■ i 

[X° f4f?KTEfolTo/279/72( 195)] 

ORDER 

S.O. 2163.— Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Abhaya Charan Tewary, Village Benngaria, Thana 
Nirsa, Dhanbad who was a contesting candidate for election to 
the Bihar Legislative Assembly from 279-N1RSA constituency 
held in March, 1972 has failed to lodge an account of his 
election expenses in the manner as reauired by the Repre- 
sentation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made there- 
under ; 

And whereas, the said candidate even after the due notice 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for such failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Abhaya Charan Tewary to be disqualified for being 
chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of 
Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative 
Council of a State for a period of three years from the date 
of this order. 

[No. BR-I.A/279/72( 195)1 

3TTXW 

<m° OTo 216L— EXT, fxTOXE XTXtX XT XXrdTX Ft RET ft 1% 
XTX, 1 9 72 if SR Frer fatJH rpTT 4 fTOT TOW FxrFxe 4 

Etr ioo-httxtoe fxxfxx-TOx 4 ■s[xtx txs4 ^rtfNRTE 

’A R'fR xkFxEr, XTX-XU x4TO, HrTf EXERT TOx XfxfxFTOx 

wTOeRE, 195 1 EXT Xi-Fx RRfR X<7 fxTXt SKf xFRfTE Wt4 

fxxlxx iq-gf xx 4r£ TO TOet xrFerx rtrY if wertt xft f ; 

Ere XL, let TOTOxxn: 4, rp-w RRRT Hr rtr rt 

'•ft, tTRRl TR RRRtTiTT 4 f ; TR RTtf TErR R-T7I ERrjfRm’ R7.J 
HrT % sfk, fRRfRR RTRtR RR RR vfY tTRTtTTR pft RRT H? RR% 
RTR RE WTOET 4 ftRR Tit RRfET RR5 7I RT ETTRfHRrr rr^f | ; 

re: war, to stHHer 4f trnR t o-e; % rreto if HRiHE 

RTRtR RERSTRT TOE W rTiR THfEET 4r E : ER T pPEf Er ERE 
4 RT fm TRR E?f fRtlTE-EET RR-ET fTETE RftRE % EEER 

RTE sfH 4 Hp-r rn ^RfeTrj it e)e e 4 4t RRErEfE 
4 Htr FeeTfe rtPie etrst 1 1 

[Ru HtTR-HoEo/ loo/72 ( 200)] 


S.O. 2164. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Suresh Chaurasia, village and P. O. Pataili, Dis- 
trict Darbhanga who was a contesting candidate for election 
to the BIHAR Legislative Assembly from 100-Sarnirnnjan 
constituency held in March, 1972 has failed to lodge an 
account of his election expenses as. required by the Repre- 
sentation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made there- 
under; 

And whereas, the said candidate even after the due notice 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for such failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Suresh Chaurasia to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or 
Of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-LA/100/72(200)1 
E$ HEft, 10 19 7 5 

eHrt 

TT° Wo 216 5 RE:, fEEPEE tERfR RT ETTTtJTE $ EE1 | f4 ETE, 19 7 2 
ff ?nT TTRETR HratE RET 4 f44 EtaKE fitETET 4 Hr 
154-flTf HeLeE-WX 4 s|qR Es 4 E|% TOlfRXIL «ff ^ftT 
vnw Rt4e LET STTRj TH, HpRI LER'ETE 

LIT EfEfEftTcX ’THfERE, 1951 ERT E^JIE EER R^ fRRRT 
STTT eTHtE ERR 4 WTR E'RT ffFE 4 Ee 4 fERfEE 3RRT LT 
RE 'LRT RtftTE V H Sf WERE k q ] 

eJe, re: toe torHeie e e«tl ^eet Hr ei4 re 
4r, wkt to trwEET 4 Htr 4if RTrro eeet TRkfRrro 
EEf Hrt ft , ttH, HeIre to4e eh rf 4f ertete yd ere % fL 
te4 xte to eeelei 4 Fe 4 4r£ reFet eeto ei -RiRfHr'R 

E?4 I ; 

TTEPEETOEE TtflllERR 4t ETTT 4 10-L 4 WJEETT 4 

HeFeE ETEfE REESTTT TOE «ff ylTT tETL 4t EE^ 4 ftEf 4) EEE 
4 ET f44F LTO 4f fEETE EET WERT HtETE RfTOR 4 ETOE 
^4 ete !rFt yf4 4 Htr to eFte 4F Eik'E e e4e eF 
4F eeeteFe 4 Htr HrdFE eFFre ltei | i 

[Eo ERE o-fRoEo/ 1 5 4/ 7 2 ( 5 5 ) ] 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 10th June, 1975 

S.O. 2165. — Whereas the Election Commission is satis- 
fied that Shri Hira Lai, C/o Rana Tailors, Abu Road, District 
Sirohi, Rajasthan a contesting candidate for General Llcc- 
tion to the Rajasthan Legislative Assembly held in March, 
1972 from 154-Abu constituency has failed to lodge an ac- 
count of his election expenses within the time and in the 
manner required by the Representation of the People Act, 
1951 and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And, whereas, the said candidate, even after due notices 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is further satisfied that he has no 
good reason of justification for the failure ; 
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Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Hira Lai to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

TNo. RJ-LA / 54 /72(55)] 

witur 

*To 2166 . — qq:, ffefej EFt'ET TT rpTPIFf ft qqT $ fa qfa, 

1 9 7 2 Sr jJE <Ht«tR fatJET TTYt % fW qTtJRT ffefeT ^ fef 
1 5 4-q f-l'dnH If M t 6 ATrt Rm aa i i vjVT 

71 'N Rt tfqT, nil rPTT HI tffaTTPT^, fiPTF fit cl , THfpqpT 

<Tfa afafafaw qfafqqq, 1951 tat q^sffa spirt »fa faqq) 
ffRi trlfer flfa & wet ffefaq *qqf cr fasT ^ifaq ife 
q tww 

■CrVr, W , W jqEWT - 1 . 7 % RTr tT >7 .<14 <R 
'tft, ETTt lift y anaj f i '] i % faq TTf tiTim XPT ^ I v u i utfi 

fan sfR, farfer ttTtfhr tt q^ sff trqTQTq til w | fit 
Thfe ATE W Wtt'titTtTT fat qfa qqfe <PT 77 T qT -arqlfari; 
tmff £; 

3RT:, XR, 7T5 ItftjLm Tt tJRT 10^? ^ V^TP] if 
fqqfaq ttitqpr qrranr 7 w»qt tptt yT farr % fafa fa ot? 
qT fafa Tm fa farrq-qvrT tot ferpr fafaq % waft 
<qfa 5 tfpt $ fat nir xntur fa qrffar TRTTqfa 

% fat fe%r faffar w t i 

[ffo -mo-f^o^oj 1 S4/72( 56)] 

ORDER 

S.O. 2166. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Rama S/o Shri Deva, Village and Post Office 
Nichalgarh, District Sirohi, Ra/asthan, a contesting candidate 
for General Election to the Rajasthan Legislative Assembly 
held in March, 1972 from 154-Abu constituency has failed 
to lodge an account of his election expenses in the manner 
required by the Representation of the People Act 1951 and 
the Rules made thereunder ; 

And, whereas, the said candidate, even after due notices 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure; and 
the Election Commission is further satisfied that he has no 
good reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Rama to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for 
being, a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for 
a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. RI-LA/1 54/72(56)] 

xcntwT 

q£ fcfa 21 1975 

wr owt<3 21 6 7 ; — qr, faqfer nrfaq qq qqruTq fa qqT $ fa qfa, 

1 972 ffarRfqqTqqqfeffaTqTiJRTqfeffaq % fan 273- 

faqfaq-fa* t sj/tta R»t qfa ^fa^R fa far qm 
fafa, tmr fart, ^TntVqpr far fafarffaq faWfarq, 1 9 5 1 
fr*TT n^faq atpi qn faqfa jrt qtffar rfe fafarq ®qfa tt 
^frf sft %< 5 T qifij'T AR 4 *r ATfTRRT % ; 
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qq : 'S 7 d TRftqqR fpnrAi 77 u T fD in% qr 

qf, frpft Tq xmrfnT % fqn artf ipitr wt nwra qfff 
fqqT , fqqfqq mqfq »rr qir -*fr qqTEnq fr qqT $ f% 

qq% apt w xmwqT ^ Urn Afrl qiiLq atpa qr rqrtfffqiq 

qq : sr, iw wfqfqqq rrt 1 o-qc ^ sufR^r qfqqfqq 
mqrq iw >-fr fiqq qrq Rtwfr qqq% fen tffqqq 

% qr feft TRq fqtnq qin qqq r fqtnq qffer % fpRq 
^ atN gfe % ffe w wfeT q?r urff® qfq q^ ^ 
qqqrqfq % ftrq fefijq fflfer artt ^ 1 


[qo fa^fR-feqo/i 273/72 ( 2815 )] 
tTo C^To ftq, qffe 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 21st June, 1975 

S.O. 2167. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Sheo Charan Manjhi Village Rorau District Hazari- 
bagh, Bihar who was a contesting candidate for election to 
the Bihar Legislative Assembly from 273-JARIDIH consti- 
tuency held in March, 1972 has failed to lodge an account 
of his election expenses as required by the Representation of 
the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 


And whereas, the said candidate even after the due notice 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for such failure ; 


Now therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Sheo Charan Manjhi to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 


[No, BR-LA/273 /72(201)] 
A. N. SEN, Secy. 


New Delhi, the 2nd July, 1975 


S.O. 2168.^ — In pursuance of section 106 of the Representa- 
tion of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election Com- 
mission hereby publishes the judgment, dated 12 June, 1975 
of the High Court of Judicature at Allahabad in Election Peti- 
tion No. 5 of 1971. 


IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT 
AITAHABAD 


CIVIL SIDE 

ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 

DATED : AITAHABAD THE 12TH DAY OF JUNE, 


1975 

PRESENT 

The Hon'ble J. M. L- Sinha Judge. 

ELECTION PETITION NO, 5 OF 1971 
Order on the petition of Sri Raj Narain Petitioner. 
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IN RE : — ■ 

Sri Raj Narain, son of Sri Anant Prasad Singh, Resident of 

Village Gaujnri, Post Gangapur, District Varanasi 

Petitioner. 

Versus 

1. Smt. Indira Nehru Gandhi, daughter of Pt. Jawaharlal 
Nehru, resident of 1, Motilnl Nehru Road (Purbi Bhag), 
Allahabad (at present resident at No. 1 Safdarjang Road, New 
Delhi). 

2. Swami Advuita Nand, son of Sri Brahma Nand, resident 

of 13, North Avenue, M.P.’s Flat, New Delhi 

Respondents. 

BY THE COURT : 

(Reserved Judgment) 

JUDGMENT 

IN 

ELECTION PETITION ON. 5 of 1971 
connected with 

WRIT PETITION NO. 3761 OF 1975 


PRESENT 

The Hon'ble J.M.L, Sinha. — Judge. 

Delivered 

on 

12th June, 1975 
TNDEX OF JUDGMENT 


Particulars 

Page 

1 . 

Petitioner’s case 

1—4 

2. 

Respondent’s case 

4—8 

3, 

Issues 

8—12 

4. 

Finding on Issue no. 2. 

12—28 

5. 

Finding on Tssue no. 3. 

29—56 

6. 

Finding on Issue no. 4 & 7 

57—62 

7. 

Finding on Issue no. 10 

62 

8. 

Finding on Issue no. 5 & 8 

63—66 

9. 

Finding on Issue no. 6 

67—86 

10 . 

Finding on Issue no. 9 & W.P. 

86—128 

11. 

Finding on Addl. Issue no. 2 

129-163 

12. 

Finding on Addl. Issue no. 3. 

164—191 

13. 

Finding on Issue no. (First set) "1 



& V 

Additional Issue no, 1 J 

191—256 

14. 

Order 

256—268 



(Reserved Judgment) 


ELECTION PETITION NO. 

connected with 

5 OF 1971 


WRIT PETITION NO. 3761 OF 1975 


The Hon’bie J. M. L. Sinha Judge. 

In the elections that took place for the Lok Sabha in 1971, 
Sri Raj Narain (hereafter to be called the petitioner) and 
Shnmati Indira Nehru Gandhi (hereafter to be called the res- 
pondent no. 1) were the principal contenders from 22 Rae 
Bareli parliamentary constituency. The other two candidates 
in the field were Rameshwar Dutta Mandov and Swami Ad- 
vaitanand. The respondent no. 1 obtained 1,83,309 votes. 
The petitioner got 71,499 votes, Rameshwar Dutta Mondoy 
and Swami Advaitanand got 4,839 and 16,627 votes res- 
pectively. The respondent no. I was accordingly declared 
elected. The petitioner has filed the present petition, challeng- 
ing the election of respondent no. 1 Shorn of the grounds not 
pressed or adhered to, the rest of the grounds on which the 
election has been challenged are as follows : — 

45 GI/75— 2 


(1) That the respondent no. 1 held herself out as a 
prospective candidate from 22 Rae Bareli consti- 
tuency immediately after the dissolution of Ihe Lok 
Sabha on 27th November, 1970 and that, for the 
furtherance of her eleclion prospects, she obtained 
and procured the assistance of Sri Yashpal Kapur, a 
Gazetted officer in the Government of India holding 
the post of Officer on Special Duty, and Ihereby the 
respondent no. 1 committed a corrupt practice under 
section 123(7) of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951. 

(2) That the respondent no. 1 and her election agent pro- 
cured Ihe assistance ol' members of the Armed Forces of the 
Union for furtherance of her election prospects, inasmuch as 
the members of the Armed Forces arranged planes and heli- 
copters of the Ait Force at her instance for her flights to en- 
able her to addiess meetings in her constituency, and Ihereby 
the respondent no. 1 committed another corrupt practice 
under section 123(7) of the Representation of the People 
Act. 

(3) That the respondent no. 1 and her election agent also 
obtained and procured the assistance of a number of Gazetted 
officers and members of the Police Force for the furtherance 
of her election prospects, inasmuch as the services of the 
District Magistrate, Rae Bareli, the Superintendent of Police 
Rae Bareli and the Home Secretary, U,P. Government were 
utilised for the purposes of — 

(a) construction of roslrunrs and installation of loudspea- 
kers at various places within the constituency where 
the respondent No. 1 addressed her election meetings; 

and 

(b) making arrangments of barricading and posting of 
police personnel on the routes by which the res- 
pondent no. 1 was to travel in her constituency and 
at the places where she was to address meetings, in 
order to give publicity to her visits and to attract 
larger crowds, 

and (hereby the respondent no. 1 committed another corrupt 
practice under section 127(7) of the Representation of the 
People Act. 

(4) That Sri Yashpal Kapur, the election agent of respon- 
dent no. 1, and her other agents with the consent of Sri 
Yashpal Kapur, freely distributed quilts, blankets, dhotis and 
liquor among the volers to induce them to vote for her and 
thereby the respondent no. 1 committed the corrupt practice 
of bribery under section 123(l)(A)(b)(ii) of the Representation 
of the People Act. 

(5) That the respondent no. 1 and her election agent made 
extensive appeals to the religious symbol of cow anil calf and 
thereby committed a corrupt practice under section 123(3) of 
Ihe Representation of the People Act. 

(6) That Sri Yashpal Kapur, the eleclion agent of respon- 
dent no. 1, and some other agents or persons with his consent 
hired and procured a number of vehicles for the free convey- 
ance of electors to the polling stations and thereby commit- 
ted a corrupt practice under section 123(5) of the Represen- 
tation of the People Act. 

(7) That the respondent no. 1 and her election agent in- 
curred or authorised expenditure in contravention of section 
77 of the Representation of the People Act and thereby com- 
mitted a corrupt practice under scctiton 123(6) of the Re- 
presentation of the People Act. 

The respondent no. 1, denying the aforesaid allegations 
made against her, pleaded : — 

(1) That Sri Yashpal Kapur resigned from his post on 13th 
January 1971 and (he resignation was accepted with effect 
from 14th January 1971, in regard to which a notification 
dated 25th January 1971 was issued by the Prime Minister’s 
Secretariat, In the Additional Written statement it was added 
that Shri P, N. Haksar the then Secretary to the Prime Minister 
told Sri Yashpal Kapur on the same date, on which the resig- 
nation was tendered, that it was accepted and that formal 
orders would follow. 
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(II) That Sri Ynshpal Knpiir became her election agent on 
4th of February 1971, and that during the period he was 
Gazetttcd ollicer in the Government of India he did not do 
any work in furtherance of her election prospects. 

(III) Referring to the use of planes and helicopters of the 
Air Force, the respondent no. 1 admitted that on 1st of Feb- 
ruary, 1971 she went by a plane of the Air Force from Delhi 
to Lucknow, from where she went by car to Rae Bareli, 
addressing meetings enroute. She further admittted that on 
24th February 1971 she went by a helicopter of the Air Force 
to Gonda on regular party work and that from there she 
went by car to Lucknow, Unnao and Rae Bareli, addressing 
public meetings in several constituencies besides her own. She 
referred to the Filial Committee Report and the Office Memo- 
randums issued by the Government of India, to plead that 
the aforesaid flights were made by her in compliance thereof. 
It was further pleaded by her that, under the rules, bills for 
those flights were to be paid by the A.I.C.C. and most of them 
had already been paid. According to her, neither did she nor 
her election agent solicit, require or order the use of Air 
Force planes, and that the Government of India provided the 
planes as part of their normal duty. 

(IV) That the respondent or her election agent did not 
obtain the assistance of the District Magistrate, Rae Bareli 
and the Superintendent of Police, Rae Bareli nor that of the 
Home Secretary, U.P, Government for any of the purposes 
alleged in the petition. She then referred to the instructions 
issued by the Comptroller and Auditor General of India dated 
29th November 1958 to the Accountant Generals of all the 
states, as also to the letter dated 12th January 1959 Issued 
by the Government of India. She then pleaded that the 
arrangements for posting of police on the routes which she 
followed and the arrangements of rostrums were made by the 
State Government itself in compliance of those instructions. 
In regard to the loudspeakers, she pleaded that they were 
arranged by the Distict Congress Committee and not by the 
officers of the State Government. Respondent no. 1 denied 
that any direclions or instructions in that regard were issued 
by her or her election agent. 

(V) That allegations regarding distribution of blankets, 
dhotis and liquor were absolutely false. 

(VI) Referring to the symbol of cow and calf, the respon- 
dent no. 1 pleaded that — 

(a) it was not a religious symbol and that it was wrong 

that extensive appeals were made by her or her 
election agent to that symbol. She added that she 
and her election agent merely informed the voters 
that the symbol of Congress(R) was cow and calf 
and that the voting mark should be put against that 
symbol, 

and 

(b) the decision of the Election Commission allotting the 

symbol of cow and calf to her party was final and 
could not be made a ground of attack, nor can the 
Court go into that question, in the present proceed- 
ings. 

(VII) That the allegations regarding hiring and procuring 
of vehicles and the use thereof for conveyance of the voters 
to the polling stations were false. 

(VIII) That the allegation that Ihe respondent no. 1 or her 
election agent incurred expenditure in excess of the prescribed 
limit was also wrong. 

On the pleadings of the parties one set of issues was framed 
by the Court on 19th of August 1971. Three additional 
issues were framed on 27the April, 1973. These issues are 
as follows 

ISSUES 

(1) whether respondent no. 1 obtained and procured the 
assistance of Yashpnl Kapur in furtherance of the prospects 
of her election while he was still a Gazetted Officer in the 
services of Government of India. If so from what date - 

(2) Whether at the instance of respondent no. 1 members 
of the Armed Forces of the Union arranged Air Force planes 
and helicopters for her, flown by members of the Armed 


Forces, to enable her to address election meetings on 1-2-1971 
and 25-2-1971; and if so whether this constituted a corrupt 
practice under section 123(7) of the Representation of the 
People Act. 

(3) Whcther at the instance of respondent no. 1 and her 
election agent Yashpal Kapur, the District Magistrate of Rae 
Bareli, the Superintendent of Police of Rae Bareli and the 
Home Secretary of U.P. Government arranged for restrums, 
loudspeakers and barricades to be set up and for members 
of the Police Force to be posted in connection with her 
election tour on 1-2-1971 and 25-2-1971; and if so, whether 
this amounts to a corrupt practice under section 123(7) 
of the Representation of the People Act. 

(4) Whether quilts, blankets, dhotis and liquor were distri- 
buted by agents and workers of respondent no. 1, with the 
consent of her election agent Yashpal Kapur, at the places 
and on the dates mentioned in Schedule A of the petition 
in order to induce electors to vote for her. 

(5) Whether the particulars given in paragraph 10 and Sche- 
dule A of the petition are too vague and general to afford 
a basis for allegations of bribery under section 123(1) of the 
Representation of the People Act. 

(6) Whether by using the symbol of cow and calf, which 
had been allotted to her party by the Election Commission, 
in her election campaign the respondent no. 1 was guilty of 
making an appeal to a religious symbol and committed a 
corrupt practice as defined in section 123(3) of the Represen- 
tation of the People Act. 

(7) Whether on the dates fixed for the poll voters were con- 
veyed to the polling stations free of charge on vehicles hired 
and procured for the purpose by respondent no. l’s election 
agent Yashpal Kapur, or other persons with his consent, as 
detailed in Schedule B to the petition. 

(8) Whether the particulars given in paragraph 12 and 
Schedule B of the petition arc too vague and general to 
form a basis for ailegalions regarding a corrupt practice 
under section 123(5) of the Representation of the People 
Act. 

(9) Whether respondent no. 1 and her election agent 
Yashpal |Kapur incitred or authorised expenditure in excess 
of the amount prescribed by section 77 of the Representation 
of the People Act, read with rule 90, as detailed in para 
13 of the petition. 

(10) Wfficlhcr the petitioner had made a security deposit 
in accordance with the rules of the High Court as required 
by section 117 of the Representation of the People Act, 

(11) To what relief, if any, is the petitioner entitled 


ADDITIONAL ISSUES 

(1) Whether respondent no. 1 obtained and procured the 
assistance of Ynshpal Kapur in furtherance of the prospects 
of her election while he was still a Gazetted Officer in the 
service of the Government of India. If so, from what date? 

(2) Whether respondent no. 1 held herself out as a candi- 
date from any date prior to 1-2-1971 and if so, from what 
date? 

(3) Whether YashpalKapur continued to be in the service 
of Government of India from and after 14-1-1971 or till 
which date ? 


During the pendency of the election petition in this Court, 
the Parliament amended section 77 of the Representation ot 
the People Act by Ordinance No. XIII of 1974, which 
has now been replaced by Act No, 58 of 1974. The peti- 
tioner has filed Writ Petition No, 3761 of 1975, challenging 
the vires of the Amending Act, and that writ petition has 
been connected with the present election petition. The writ 
petition can have a bearing only on issue No. 9. I shall 
therefore, address myself on the contentions raised on either 
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side in the writ petition while dealing with issue no. 9. 
The respondents impleaded in the writ petition are the Union 
of India and Smt, Jndira Nehru Gandhi (respondent no. 1 
in the election petition). 

FINDINGS 

ISSUE NO. 2 : 

It is the admitted case of the parties that on 1st of Feb- 
ruary 1971 the respondent No. 1 travelled by an I.A.F. 
plane from Delhi to Lucknow, from where she went by car 
to Rae Bareli and that, besides filing her nomination paper 
at Rae Bareli, she also made election speeches at various 
places in her constituency. It is also not disputed that on 
24lh of February 1971 the respondent No. 1 went by an 
I.A.F. helicopter from Delhi to Gonda, from where she 
went by car to Rae Bareli (via Unnao and Lucknow) reach- 
ing Rae Bareli on 25th February 1971; and that on the 
said date she also delivered election speeches at various 
places inside her constituency. According to the allegation 
contained in the petition, the respondent No. 1 thereby pro- 
cured the assistance of members of the Armed Forces of 
the Union for furthering the prospects of her election, which 
is a corrupt practice under section 123(7) of the Representa- 
tion of the People Act. 

At the time of argument learned counsel for the peti- 
tioner stated that since on 24th February 1971 the res- 
pondent No. 1 travelled by an I.A.F. helicopter to Gonda, 
it is possible to contend that the said journey was made by 
the respondent for party work and not to further her own 
election prospects and, consequently, the fact of the res- 
pondent no. 1 using an l.A.F. helicopter on 24th February 
1971 can be excluded from consideration under this issue. 
Learned counsel, however, stressed that the journey made by 
the respondent no. 1 on 1st of February 1971 by an I.A.F. 
plane from Delhi to Lucknow was to enable her to file hor 
nomination paper at Rae Bareli and to deliver election 
speech in her constituency and, consequently, that should 
constitute a corrupt practice under section 123(7) of the 
Act. 

The contention of the respondent No. 1 in reply thereto 
is two-fold:- - 

(a) that the respondent No. 1 or her election agent did 

not solicit, require or order the use of the Air- 
Forcc plane (para 12(d) of the written statement). 

and 

(b) that in view of the Pillai Committee Report, and 

the Office Memorandums issued on its basis from' 
time to time, the Government provided an aero- 
plane for her journey as part of their normal duty 
and, consequently, the fact of the respondent having 
travelled by an l.A.F. plane from Delhi to Lucknow i 
on 1-2-1971 cannot constitute a corrupt practice. 

Now, su far as the first part of ihe contention is concerned, 
it is not possible to accept it. The Office Memorandum, 
dated 17th August 1968 (Etch. 126) was issued when the 
respondent No. 1 was the Prime Minister. This Office) 
Mcmoradum was also oprative on 1st of February '97! 
when (he impugned flight was made by the respondent No. 1. 
Under this office Memorandum, read along with the pre 
vious Memorandums, and the Pillai Committee Report, the 
respondent No. 1, as Prime Minister of the country, was. 
entitle to make use of an I.A.F. aircraft while travelling 
for non-official purposes as well. In answer to interroga- 
tory no, 24 it was admitted on behalf of the respondent no. 1 
that she was aware of the existance of the Government Order 
and the substance thereof. Even during her desposition in 
Court the respondent no. 1 admitted that when the Prime j 
minister goes on an election tour, a plane of the Indian 
Air Force is put at her disposal and that such plane is flown 
by members of the Indian Air Force. The respondent no, I 
further admitted during her deposition that though the tour 
programmes concerning the party work are sent by the 
All India Congress Committee, they are finalised after her 
approval is obtained. According to Sri Seshan (P. W. 53), 
Private Secretary to the respondent no. 1, instructions are 
sent from the Prime Minister's Secretariat to the Air 
headquarters for arranging for an I.A.F. aeroplane for the 
tour of the Prime Minister, even when the tour is non- 
official, and it is then the duty of the Air Headquarters to 
arrange for the same. Wing Commander K. G. Mohan Chand 


(P.W. 49), Deputy Director, Air Traffic Control & Co-ordi- 
nating Officer, V.I.P.’s, Air Headquarters stated during his 
cross-examination made on behalf of respondent no. 1 

“It is correct that on receipt of the tour programme of 
the Prime Minister it is my duty to arrange for 
the aircraft according to her programme on the 
basis ol' the Standing Order of the Government of 
India." 

Since the tour programme is sent from the Secretariat of 
respondent no. 1, after her approval is obtained, since the 
respondent no. 1 as Prime Minister full well knew that there- 
after it was the duty of the Air Headquarters to place a 
plane at her disposal, there is no escape from the conclusion 
that, by sending the tour programmes to the Air Headquarters, 
the respondent no. 1 required an l.A.F’. plane being placed 
at her disposal. The fact that the respondent no. 1 did not 
require any particular plane being placed at her disposal 
is not material. It may not be out of place to add hero that 
in answer to interrogatory no. 27 the respondent no. 1 
admitted that the aircraft and helicopter used by her on 
1st February 1971 and 24th and 25th February 1971 were 
flown by members of the Air Force. During her deposition 
in Court also she stated that when she boarded the plane 
on 1st of February 1 1971 in order to make her journey from 
Delhi to Lucknow, she was aware that the plane was to 
be flown by the -members of the Indian Air Force. 

It should, therefore, be accepted that a plane of the 
Indian Air Force, manned by Armed Forces of the Union, 
was placed at the disposal of the respondent no. 1 on 1st 
of February 1971 at her instance for her flight from Delhi 
to Lucknow and the respondent no, 1 thus did obtain the 
assistance of the members of the Armed Forces of the Union, 
who constituted the crew on the I.A.F. plane. 

This takes me to the second limb of the contention raised 
on behalf of the respondent no. 1, namely, whether the 
afpresald assistance of the Armed Forces of the Union was 
obtaindd by the respondent no. 1 in furtherance of her 
election prospects, or the Government placed the plane 
at her disposal as part of their normal duty, in view of the 
Pillai Committee Report and the Office Memorandum issued 
on the basis thereof. 

\ It will be convinicnt first to refer to the Pillai Committee 
Report and the Office Memorandums issued on the basis 
i thereof. 

A copy of the Pillai Committee Report has been filed by 
Sri V. Srikantan (R. W. 4), Deputy Secretary, Ministry of 
Defence, Government of India. It is Exh. A-22 on record 
and is dated 17th October 1971, In para 12 thereof it is 
stated : — 

“The position of the Prime Minister is for a different 
reason also special. Whether at headquarters or 
away from it in camp or in transit, the disposal 
of public business must have first claim on his 
time and attention, It, is, therefore, clearly in 
the public interest to ensure, that when he goes 
on tour the arrangements for his travel are such 
as would eliminate the long irritating delays which, 
depended on normal modes of public transport, 
inevitably entails. It is equally necessary to en- 
sure that during the journey adequate facilities are 
provided for him for the transaction of official busi- 
ness. Lor these as well as security reasons which 
are no less important, we consider that the Prime 
Minister should use the I.A.F. aircraft for all 
journeys by air.” 

In para 13 of the interim report it is said that there may 
be occasions ‘when the object of a journey undertaken by 
the Prime Minister may be prominently connected with the 
work relating to the party of which he is a leader.’ 

In para 14 of the interim report the Committee examined 
as to on what terms the I.A.F. aircraft may be employed on 
journeys undertaken by the Prime Minister otherwise on 
official duty. 

It will thus transpire on a perusal of the interim report 
of the Pillai Committee that, while referring to the unoffi- 
cial tours to be made by the Prime Minister by the I.A.F. 
Aircraft, the Committee had in mind, in all probability, th« 
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work relating to the party of which the Prime Minister 
happens to be the leader, and not the work exclusively and 
personally relating to the Prime Minister. 

On 20th October 1951 the Ministry of Defence issued a 
press note ^Exh. A-23) on the basis of the interim report 
of the Pillai Committee, After highlighting what was stated 
in the interim report of the Pillai Committee about the 
desirability of the Prime Minister travelling by an I.A.F. 
aircraft, it stated: — 

“The Prime Minister, in his capacity as the leader of 
his political party, recently had, and will in future 
continue to have, occasion to undertake journeys 
by air for other than official purposes. The nature 
of the journey on such occasions is different from 
normal official tours, but the Prime Minister can- 
not on this account divest himself, for the period 
of the journey, of his position and responsibility as 
head of the Government. The business of the 
Government never comes to stand still and the 
Prime Minister is never off duty. Whatever the 
character of the journey performed by him, the 
need for eliminating delays in travel, for providing 
facilities for the transaction of official business dur- 
ing the journey and for making suitable security 
arrangements remains unchanged. It is, there- 
fore, desirable that, even for journeys by air for 
other than official purposes, the Prime Minister 
should, as far as possible, travel by I.A.F. Air- 
craft.” 

From the underlined portion occurring in the aforesaid 
press note it will appear that even in this press note, while 
referring to the non-official tours, what the Ministry of De- 
fence had in its mind were the tours made by the Prime 
Minister in his capacity as the leader of his party. 

Exh. A-24 is the final report of the Pillai Committee and 
is dated 20th May 1953. It only refers to its interim report, 
so far as the use of the I.A.F. Aircraft by the Prime Minister 
is concerned. Exh. 126 is the Office Memorandum dated 
17th August 1968, which was issued in supersession of the 
previous Memorandums, (Which it is not necessary to refer 
Para II (d) thereof reads as follows ; — 

“The aircraft of the V.l.P. flight are to be used on official 
duty only. In the case of the Prime Minister, it 
is necessary that, even on occassions when he /she 
has to undertake journeys mainly for reasons other 
than official duties, he or she would be able to 
travel by I.A.F. Aircraft for the due performance 
of his/her duties a3 the head of the Government 
as well as for reasons of security.” 

A cumulative reading of all the aforesaid papers gives 
an impression that, while referring to non-official purposes, 
what was conceived was the work of the party to which the 
Prime Minister belonged and not the work relating exclu- 
sively to the Prime Minister. 

Assuming, however, that the flights for non-official pur- 
poses, referred to in the interim report of the Pillai Com- 
mittee and the Office Memorandums, also included lights 
made by the Prime Minister for works exclusively relating 
to him, it cannot be ignored that the interim report of the 
Pillai Committee had an advisory nature and the press note 
and Office Memorandums relied upon by the respondent are 
mere administrative orders. Nothing contained therein can 
render the provisions contained in the Representation of the 
People Act nugatory. If a Prime Minister used the I.A.F. 
Aircraft for official purposes, obviously such use cannot be 
in conflict with section 123(7) of the Representation of the 
People Act. Similarly, if a Prime Minister used the I.A.F. 
Aircraft for the political work of the party, that too will 
not be in conflict with the aforesaid provision contained in 
the Representation of the People Act. If, however, the Prime 
Minister uses an aircraft exclusively for the purposes of 
frequently flying to his/her constituency during the period 
of his/her election with the sole purpose of doing election 
propaganda, it has the potentiality of violating the provision 
contained in section 123(7) of the Representation of the 
People Act, for, by making use of the I.A.F. Aircraft for 
frequently flying into his/her constituency as a candidate 
he /she avails of the means for quick and speedy movement 
in his/her election campaign. The aircraft being manned by 


the Armed Force of the Union, the use thereof under such 
circumstances can fall within the mischief of section 123(7) 
of the Act. Neither the interim Pillai Committee Report nor 
the Office Memorandums referred lo by respondent no. 1 
can under such circumstances salvage the position. 

Learned counsel for respondent no, 1 referred me to Arti- 
cle 298 of the Constitution and urged that it was within the 
executive power of the Union to establish a commercial wing 
of the I.A.F. Aircraft for the exclusive use of the Prime Mi- 
nister and a couple of other dignitaries of the Government. 
Learned counsel pointed out that according to Office Memo- 
randum dated 3rd December 1951 (Exh, 125) as well as 
Office Memorandum dated 17th August 1968 (Exh, 126) 
fare for the air journeys made by the Prime Minister for 
other than official purposes was recoverable at the rate 
specified in the said Memorandums, and it should, there- 
fore, be accepted that, while permitting the use of the I.A.F. 
planes by the Prime Minister for other than official purposes, 
the Union in exercise of its executive power established a 
commercial wing of the I.A.F. Aircraft for the use of the 
Prime Minister. Learned counsel respondent no. 1 urged 
that, in that view of the matter, use of the I.A.F. Aircraft 
by the Prime Minister for any purpose whatsoever cannot be 
violative of section 123(7) of the Representation of the People 
Act. I have given my careful thought to the argument 
raised, but 1 am unable to accept it. It is true under Arti- 
cle 298 of the Constitution the Union can, in exercise of its 
executive. Power, indulge in commercial activities and it can 
while doing so also establish air service. That should, how- 
ever be an independent service open to all and sundry. Per- 
mitting the use of the I.A.F. aircraft to the Prime Minister 
only tor non-official purposes on payment of certain fare 
cannot be construed as establishing a commercial wing of 
the Air Force by the Union in exercise of its executive power 
under Article 298 of the Constitution. It only means ex- 
tending a special privilege to the Prime Minister. Article 298 
of the Constitution can have no application to it. 

Learned counsel for respondent no. 1 then referred me to 
the Full Bench decision of the Delhi High Court in the case 
Prakashvir Shastri and others v, Union of India and others 
(A.I.R. 1974 Delhi J) and urged that the validity of the 
Office Memorandum dated 17th of August 1968 has been 
upheld in that case. The validity of the said memorandum 
in that case however, was examined vis-a-vis Article 14 of the 
Constitution and not visa-a-vis any provision contained in 
the Representation of the People Act. The case referred to by 
learned counsel for the respondent no. 1 has, therefore, no 
hearing on the point in issue before me and, consequently, 
no reliance can be placed by the respondent no. 1 on that 
decision. 

The question that, however, still remains to be considered is 
whether on the facts of this case it can be said that, in obtain- 
ing the services of the Armed orces of the Union, who manned 
the AircHrft by which the respondent no. 1 travelled on 1st 
of February 1971 from Delhi to Lucknow, she obtained their 
assistance for the furtherance of her prospects in the elec- 
tion. 

The petitioner filed copies of some tour programmes of 
the respondent no. 1, besides examining Wing Commander 
K, G. G. Mohan Chand (P.W. 49), who filed office copy of 
the hill relating to the flight made by respondent no. 1 on 
1st of February 1971 from Delhi to Lucknow, On the basis 
thereof the petitioner sought to make out that the said flight 
was made by respondent no. 1 only to reach Rea Bareli to 
file her nomination paper and do her election propaganda, 
A perusal of the record, however, reveals that factually it 
was not so. The petitioner himself filed copy of a letter 
dated 27th January 1971 (Exh, 27) from the Under Secre- 
tary, U.P. Government to tho District Magistrate, Lucknow, 
the District Magistrate, Rae Bareli, the Estates Officer, 
Lucknow, the Commissioner, Lucknow and the Inspector 
General of Police, Lucknow. Along with this letter is annexed 
a copy of the tour programme of the respondent no 1. A 
perusal of this tour programme shows that on the 2nd of 
February 1971, on her return from Rae Bareli to Lucknow, 
the respondent no. 1. was to fly by the A.I.F. Aircraft to 
Panagarh, Sri N. K. Seshan (P.W.53), Private Secretary to 
the Prime Minister, produced in Court a file which, inter alia, 
contained the bill for the non-official journeys made by the 
respondent no. 1 in the I.A.F. Aircraft from 1st of February 
1971 to 7th of February 1971. Sri Seshan stated that this bill 
was prepared by his office on the basis of the bill received 
from the Air Headquarters, These bills were flagged by Sri 
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Seshan as ‘B’ and ‘X’ respectively. It is true that these bills 
were not got marked as exhibits. The fact, however, re- 
mains that the file was produced in Court in the presence of 
counsel for the petitioner and counsel for the respondent 
no. 1 and Sri Seshan made the required statement in regard 
to those bills. Consequently there can be no valid objection 
to reference being macie to those bills. That apart, Raj 
Kumar Singh (P.W, 56), In Charge Legal Affairs Depart- 
ment and Assistant Secretary, Parliamentary Affairs of All 
India Congress Committee, also produced in Court a file 
containing the tour programme of the respondent no, 1 for 
the period from 1st of February 1971 to 7th of February 
1971. That tour programme was admitted by the respondent 
no, 1 and got formally exhibited in the case (Exh. A-64). 
The aforesaid documents clearly revealed that on 1st of Feb- 
ruary 1971 the respondent no. 1 set out from Delhi on 
an extensive election lour of the country, visiting a number 
of places, including Lucknow, Panagarh, Shantinikelan, 
Scrampur, Kaikunda, Calcutta, Bahrampur, Krishna Nagar, 
Teetagarh, Gauhali, Agartala, K. gram, Silchar, Mohanbari, 
Rawriuh, Roopsi, Kooch Bchar, Purnca, Raiganj and 
Malda. Since the respondent no. I had to file her nomi- 
nation paper at Rae Bareli during the same period, she 
landed at Lucknow and drove from there to Rae Bareli for 
that purpose, After filing her nomination paper and deli- 
vering a few speeches, both inside and outside her consti- 
tuency, she came back to Lucknow to resume her flight on- 
wards on her election tour. 

In the context of the aforesaid facts, it cannot be held 
that by flying in the LAP. Aircraft on 1st of February 
1971 the respondent no. 1 obtained the assistance of the 
Armed Forces of th c Union for furtherance of her prospects 
at the election. 

Learned counsel for thc petitioner urged that mens rea is 
not a necessary ingredient of the corrupt practice under 
section 123(7) of the Representation of the People Act. 
It was stressed by him that thc flight made by the respon- 
dent no, 1, in so far as it extended between Delhi and 
Lucknow, was connected with thc respondent no. 1 tiling her 
nomination paper at Rac Bareli and doing election propa- 
ganda. Learned counsel further urged that it is immaterial 
whether the respondent no, 1, while travelling by thc 
I.A.F, Aircraft from Delhi to Lucknow, did or did not 
intend to further her election prospects thereby. Accord- 
ing to learned counsel, once it is shown that thc flight had 
facilitated the filing of the nomination paper by the res- 
pondent no. 1 at Rac Bareli and doing of election propa- 
ganda, she must be held guilty of corrupt practice under 
section 123(7) of the Act. in support of his argument 
regarding mens rea learned counsel referred me to the 
decision of the Supreme Court in the case Dr, Y. S. Parmar 
v. Hira Singh (A. I. R. 1959 Supreme Court 244). 

'I have, however, already stated that the flight made by 
the respondent no. 1 from Delhi to Lucknow' was not con- 
nected with her filing of nomination paper or with her 
doing election propaganda in her constituency. As already 
stated earlier, on 1st of February 1971 the respondent no. 
1 had set out on a general election tour of the country. 
Since, however, she had also to file her nomination paper 
at- Rac Bareli during the same period, she landed on way 
at Lucknow and then drove to Rae Bareli for that purpose. 
Having reached there she also delivered a few speeches. It 
cannot, therefore, reasonably be said that the use of thc 
I.A.F. Aircraft was directly connected with her election work. 
As for the case referred to by learned counsel for the res- 
pondent no. 1, it cannot be ignored that it related to utilis- 
ing the services of a personnel of the Armed Forces as 
polling agent. Clause (2) of Explanation 1, appended to 
section 123(7) of the Representation of the People Act, ns 
it then existed, stated that for the purposes of sub-clause 7 
a person shall bo deemed to assist in the furtherance of thc 
prospects of a candidate’s election, if he, inter alia, acts 

as a polling agent of that candidate. It was in that con- 
text that the Supreme Court said that the question of mens 

rea was not relevant That observation cannot have an 

universal application. It was so pointed out in thc case of 
Baku Bhal Vallabh Das Gandhi v. PUlnn Tloml M ody (36 
Election law Reports, Gujarat, 108 on pp 123-124), and 
Hai Abdul Wahid v. B. V. Keskar [21 E.L.R. 409 at p, 
432 (Alld.)I. 

For thc reasons stated above, I find that, on the basis of 
the respondent no. 1 having flown in an I.A.F. Aircraft 
from Delhi to Lucknow on 1st of February 1971, she can- 
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not be held guilty of having obtained the assistance of the 
Armed Forces of the Union for furtherance of her election 
prospects and thereby of having committed a corrupt prac- 
tice under section 123(7) of the Representation of thc 
People Act. 

Issue no, 2 is accordingly answered against the petitioner 
and in favour of respondent no. 1. 

ISSUE NO. 3 : 

In para 9 of the petition it is alleged that the respondent 
no, 1 and her election agent obtained and procured the 
assistance of the Gazetted Officers and members of the 
Police Force in the service of the Government for further- 
ing the prospects of her election. Further clarifying the 
allegation, it is stated that thc services of the District 
Magistrate of Rae Bareli, the Superintendent of Police, Rae 
Bareli and the Home Secretary, U,P. Government were 
utilised by the respondent no. 1 on 1st of February 1971 
and 25th of February 1971 for the construction of rostrums, 
for erection of barricades, for making arrangements of 
loudspeakers at the places of thc meetings, and for posting 
police along the route by which the respondent no. 1 was 
to travel. According to learned counsel for the petitioner, 
this amounted to a corrupt practice under section 123(7) 
of the Representation of the People Act. 

1 he respondent no. 1 iu her written statement denied 
that either she or her election agent obtained the afore- 
said assistance of thc District Magistrate, Rae Bareli, the 
Superintendent of Police, Rae Bareli and thc Home Secre- 
tary, U.P. Government. She admitted: that rostrums were 
constructed at some places where she addressed the meet- 
ings. She, however, added (in para 13 (k) and 13(1) of 
thc written statement) that the rostrums were constructed 
by private contractors under the direction issued by the 
State Government and that none of thc Gazetted Officers of 
the State Government, mentioned in para 9 of thc petition, 
were in any manner connected with the construction thereof. 
Erection of barricades and posting of polico was not denied 
by the respondent. With regard to the loudspeakers, thc 
respondent pleaded that they were arranged by 
the Dislrict Congress Committee. Thc respondent 
then referred to the instructions issued by the 
Comptroller and Auditor General of India on 29th November 
1958 (Hxh. 123) and to the letter of the Government of 
India dated 12th of January 1959 (Exh, 124) and pleaded 
that the aforesaid arrangements were made by the Govern- 
ment on its own initiative in thc discharge of their govern- 
mental duties and by thc officers of the Government in the 
discharge of their duty. 

The fact that rostrums were got constructed and barri- 
cading was got done by thc Superintendent of Police, Rae 
Bareli, is supported by a mass of documentary evidence, be- 
sides oral evidence. Exh. 148 is the letter dated 31st March 
1973 from the U.P. Police Headquarters, Allahabad, to 
(he Deputy Secretary, Home Department. It clearly states 
that five rostrums were constructed for the meeting address 
sed by the respondent no. 1 on 1st of February 1971, and 
one prefab, rostrum and barricade were transported by 
truck from Allahabad to Rae Bareli for another meeting 
addressed by thc respondent no. 1 on the same date. Ac- 
cording to this letter, a cost of Rs, 8,000 was incurred on 
(be construction of five rcstrums and a cost of Rs. 490 was 
incurred in transporting the prefab, rostrum from Allahabad 
to Rae Bareli. Exh. 149 is the letter dated 2nd February 
1973 from thc Supreintendent of Police, Rae Bareli, to the 
U. P. Police Headquarters, Allahabad, containing the same 
information. Exh. 154 is a letter dated 1st of February 
1972 sent by the Superintendent of Police, Rae Bareli to 
the U.P. Police Headquarters, Allahabad, containing the 
details of the expenditure incurred in connection with the 
arrangements made on 1st of February 1971. This also 
shows that a sum of Rs. 8,000 was incurred in the const- 
ruction of rostrums and a sum of Rs. 490 was incurred in 
connection with the transporting of the prefab, rostrum and 
barricade. It is not necessary to mention here other details 
of expenditure contained in the letter. Exh. 185 is a radiogram 
dated 26th January 1971 sent by the Superintendent of 
Police, Rae Bareli to the U.P. Police Headquarters, Allaha- 
bad soliciting sanction for the construction of rostrums and 
barricades through the P.W.D. Exh. 184 is the radiogram 
dated 28th January 1971 according sanction for incurring 
expenditure on barricading and construction of rostmms 
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through the P.W.D. Exh, 186 is the copy of a letter dated 
January 26, 1971 sent by the Superintendent of Police, Rac 
Bareli to the Executive Engineer, P.W.D. , Rae Bareli ap- 
prising him that the respondent no. 1 would be addressing 
meetings at seven places spccilied in the letter and that all 
the meetings, except one, shall require construction of rost- 
rums Hnd barriades. Exh. 156 is the letter dated 4th Jan- 
uary 1972 sent by the Superintendent of Police, Rae Careli, 
to the Ollg. Executive Engineer, P.W.D., Rao Bareli, ac- 
knowledging receipt of bills for construction of barricades 
and rostrums at the seven places specified therein and re- 
questing the Executive Engineer to submit separate bills 
for barricading and construction of rostrums. Exh. 155 is 
the letter dated 1st of February 1972 from the Executive 
Engineer, P.W.D,, Rae Bareli to the then Superintendent of 
Police, Rae Bareli, enclosing therewith separate bills of ex- 
penditure incurred in erection of barricades and rostrums on 
the occasion of the visit of respondent no. 1 on 1st of Feb- 
ruary 1971. 

It is not necessary to refer to the other papers. The 
aforesaid documents overwhelmingly show that rostrums 
were got constructed through Government agency for the 
purposes of the meetings addressed by the respondent no. 

1 in Rae Bareli on 1st of Febtuary 1971. 

Exh. 199 is a radiogram dated 17th of February 1973 
from the Superintendent of Police. Rae Bareli, to the U.P. 
Police Headquarters, Allahabad, soliciting sanction for 
construction of rostrums and barricades for six meetings to 
be addressed by the respondent no. 1 on 25th of February 
1971. Exh. 201 is the letter dated 17th February 1971 
from the Superintendent of Police, Rae Bareli, to the Exe- 
cutive Engineer, P.W.D., Rae Bareli, apprising him of the 
places where the respondent no. 1 was to address meetings 
on the 25th February 1971, and requesting him to take 
up the construction of rostrums and barricades op top prio- 
rity basis, to be completed by 22nd of February 1971. 
Exh. 193 is a letter dated 23rd June 1971 sent by the 
Superintendent of Police, Rae Bareli to the U.P. Police 
Headquarters, Allahabad, apprising him, inter alia, of the 
cost incurred in the construction of barricades and rostrums 
in connection with the meetings addressed by the respon- 
dent no. 1 on 25th of February 1971. Exh. 190 is the 
letter dated 27th September 1972 sent by the U.P. Police 
Headquarters to the Deputy Secretary, U.P. Government, 
Home and Police Department, apprising the Government of 
the cost incurred over the construction of rostrums and bar- 
ricades in connection with the meetings addressed by res- 
pondent no. 1 in Rae Bareli, on 25th of February 1971. 
it is conclusively proved by these documents that rostrums 
were constructed through Government agency for the meet- 
ings addressed by the respondent no. 1 in her constituency 
on 25tb of February 1971 also. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner also referred me to 
the evidence of Sri E. Lawrence the then S.D.M., Dalinau 
(district Rae Bareli) (R.W. 10) and to the evidence of 
Sri Mohinder Singh, District Magistrate, Rae Bareli (R.W. 
36) in order to show that rostrums for the purposes of the 
meetings of the respondent no. 1 were always got construc- 
ted through officers. Sri E. Law'rence (R.W. 10) stated 
during his deposition that barricading and construction of 
rostrums arc (lone by the P.W.D. and payment for the same 
is made by the Superintendent of Police of the district 
concerned, though the actual work of putting up of barri- 
cades and construction of rostrums is done by the cont- 
ractors. Further on, he stated in cross-examination that it 
was the duty of the Sub-Divisional Officer to make sure that 
a rostrum was constructed at the place in his sub-division 
where the Prime Minister proposed to address the meeting. 
He also staled that the Superintendent of Police and the 
District Magistrate ask the Public Works Department to 
get the rostrum constructed at the place where the meeting 
is proposed to be addressed by the Prime Minister and that 
construction of rostrums. During his re-examination bv 
the S.D.O. personally goes to that place to supervise the 
learned counsel for the respondent no. 1 he affirmed that 
he had personal knowledge regarding the rostrum and bar- 
ricade constructed in connection with the meeting addres- 
sed by the respondent no. 1 at Rac Bareli on 1st of Feb- 
ruary 1971 because he knew the Assistant Engineer who 
ot it done and because lie had himself seen the rostrum 
eing constructed and the barricade being put up. Sri 
Mohinder Singh (R.W. 36) was the District Magistrate at 
Rae Bareli during the election that took place in 1971, He 
stated, “whenever the tour programme of the Prime Minis- 


ter is received, whether the visit Is official or unofficial, they 
inspect the site of the meeting to be addressed by the 
Prime Minister and the Superintendent of Police then, be- 
sides making other security arrangements, sends a letter to 
the Executive Engineer, Public Works Department, to in- 
vite tenders for construction of rostrums and barricades.” 
He further stated that if a rostrum is constructed, barrica- 
ding is also done because it is a part of that work. 

There is thus not an iota of doubt that it were the 
Gazetted Officers of the State, particularly the Superinten- 
dent of Police, Rae Bareli and the Executive Engineer, 
P.W.D., Rae Bareli, who got the rostrums constructed for 
the purposes of the meetings addressed by the respondent 
no. 1 in her constituency on 1st of February 1971 and 
25th of February 1971. 

As for the arrangement of loudspeakers, no evidence, oral 
or documentary, has been led by the petitioner in order to 
prove that arrangement for loudspeakers was done by or 
through the Government officers. On the contrary', these 
arc some papers which lend support to the contention rais- 
ed on behalf of respondent no. 1 that the arrangement of 
loudspeakers was done by the District Congress Committee. 
Exh. 177 is a letter dated 29th January 1971 sent by the 
Superintendent of Police, Rae Bareli, to Sri Gaya Prasad 
Shukla of the Central Congress Office, Rac Bareli. It states 
that, according to the verbal decision reached between them, 
Sri Gaya Prasad Shukla was to make arrangements of loud- 
speakers for the meetings of the respondent no. 1. The 
letter being dated January 29, 1971, it obviously refers to 
the meetings addressed by the respondent no. 1 on 1st of 
February 1971. Exh. 193 is a letter dated June 23, 1971, 
from the Superintendent of Police, Rae Bareli, to the U.P. 
Police Headquarters, Allahabad, containing details of the 
expenditure incurred in connection with the visit of respon- 
dent no. 1 to Rae Bareli on 25th of February 1971. It ex- 
plicitly states that no expenditure was incurred in connec- 
tion with the arrangement of loudspeakers for the meetings 
addressed by the respondent no. 1 as the same was arran- 
ged by the party concerned. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner, however, contended 
that even though the loudspeakers were not arranged by the 
Government officers for the purposes of the meetings add- 
ressed by the respondent no. 1 in her constituency, there 
is unimpeachable evidence on record to show that the Gov- 
ernment officers arranged for supply of power for the func- 
tioning of the loudspeakers at some places where the res- 
pondent no. 1 addressed her election meetings. This appears 
to be correct. Exh. 147 is copy of a letter dated 24th July 
1973 sent by the Superintendent of Police, Rac Bareli to 
the President, U.P.C.C. Lucknow, stating that the respon- 
dent no. 1 had addressed meetings at Harehandpur, Jagat- 
pur, Parewa and Reohara (besides Bachrawan, which was 
not in Rac Bareli constituency), in connection with the 
election, on 1st of February 1971, that power had been 
supplied for functioning of loudspeakers in those meetings, 
and that five bills for a total amount of Rs. 1151 were 
sent for payment in that connection to the U.P.C.C. Office. 
It was requested that the payment may be expedited. Exh, 
146 is the letter dated 1st September 1973 from the Presi- 
dent, U.P.C.C. to the Superintendent of Police, Rae Bareli, 
which indicates that a cheque for Rs. 1151 was forwarded 
by the U.P.C.C. in payment of the aforesaid bills for 
supply of power. Exh. 154 is a copy of the letter dated 
1st of February 1972 from the Superintendent of Police, 
Rae Bareli to the Police Headquarters, Allahabad, contain- 
ing a break-up of the expenditure incurred in connection 
with the visit of respondent no. 1 to Rae Bareli on 1st of 
February 1971. This also lends support to the fact that 
arrangement for supply of power for functioning of the 
loudspeakers at some meetings addressed by the respondent 
no. 1 was made through the Government officers. Exh, 
178 is a letter dated January 29, 1971, from the Superin- 
tendent of Police, Rae Bareli, to the Assistant Engineer, 
Hydel, asking him to make available power at Harehandpur 
and Jagatpur for installation of public address system for 
the meeting of the respondent no. 1 on 1st of February 
1971, 

The above-mentioned papers conclusively prove that 
arrangements had been made by the Government officers 
for supply of power for the functioning of the loud speakers 
at some of the election meetings addressed By the respon- 
dent no. 1. But for the same, it would not have been 
possible for the respondent no. 1 to effectively address these 
meetings. 
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The fact that police had been posted along the routes by 
which the respondent no. 1 had to travel and that the 
police was also posted at the places where the respondent 
no. 1 addressed election meetings has not been controverted 
by her. As also stated earlier, the erection of barricades 
along the routes and erection of barricades at the places of 
meetings was also not denied by her. According to res- 
pondent no. 1, the aforesaid arrangements were made by 
the State Government in discharge of its governmenal 

duties. 

• 

It is a matter of common knowledge that on the occa- 
sion of the visit of the Prime Minister of the country vast 
crowds gather in order to see and hear him/her. People 
also swarm along the routes by which he/she travels in 
order to have a glimpse of him/her. It is the first duty 
of every Government to maintain law and order in the 
State. If the police were not posted and barricades were 
not put up along with routes by which the respondent no. 
1 travelled as also at the places where she addressed the 
meetings, it may not be have been possible for the Gov- 
ernment to contral the crowd. Failure in that regard could 
lead to a law' and order situation and no Governmenl worth 
the name can take any risk in that regard. Needless to 
say that neither the posting of the police along the routes 
and at the place of the meetings, nor the erection of the 
barricades at the two places could contribute to the further- 
ance of the prospects of the respondent no. 1 in the elec- 
tion. Exception cannot therefore validly be taken by the 
Petitioner in regard to the said arrangements made by the 
Government. I am accordingly in agreement with the plea 
put forward: by the respondent no. 1 that the posting of 
police along I he routes and at the place of the meetings 
as well as the ratting up of barricades at the two places was 
done by the Government in discharge of its governmental 
duties. 

The construction of rostrums and the supply of power 
by or through the officers of the State Government, how- 
ever, stand at a different footing. The rostrums construct- 
ed by the officers of the State Government enabled the res- 
pondent no. 1 in her election campaign which put her in 
position. The resources of the Government having been 
employed, the rostrums were got constructed in the shortest 
possible time so that they were ready by the time the res- 
pondent no. 1 reached the places where she had to address 
the meetings. Further, even though the loudspeakers had 
been arranged by the District Congress Committee, supply 
of power, for Ihe same was arranged by the officer of State 
Government. But for it the loudspeakers would have been 
ineffective and it would not have been possible for the 
respondent no. 1 to make her speech audible to the entire 
audience, The construction of the rostrums and the ar- 
rangement of the supply of power for the functioning of 
the loudspeakers, therefore, amounted to assisting the res- 
pondent no. 1 in her election campaign which put her in 
a clearly advantageous position over her opponents. I do 
not think it was indispensable for the State Government for 
maintenance of law and ruder, or security that its officers 
should have taken upon themselves to get rostrums const- 
ructed for the meetings of the respondent no. 1 and to make 
arrangements for the supply of power for the functioning 
of the loudspeakers at her meetings. Both the things 
could be left to be arranged by the political party concern- 
ed. 


Reliance has been placed by learned counsel for the 
respondent no, 1 on the Instructions (Exh, 123) dated 29th 
November, 1958 issued by the Comptroller and Auditor 
General of India to the Accountant Generals of the State 
the letter dated 12th of Tanuary 1959’ (Exh. 124) issued, bv 
the Government of Tndia to the Chief Secretaries of all State 
Governments, enclosing therewith copy of the Instructions 
issued by the Comproller and Auditor General and the letter 
dated 19th November, 1969 (Exh. 121) issued by the Gov- 
ernment of India, Ministry of Home Affairs, to all State 
Governments, in order to contend that it was the duty of the 
Slate Government and its officers to arrange, inter alia, for 
the construction of rostrums and for putting up of public 
address system in the meetings addressed by the Prime 
Minister. Now. so far as the secret instructions (enclosed 
with Exh, 124) issued by the Comptroller and Auditor Gene- 
ral of India are concerned, it is not explicitly stated therein 
that those instructions will also apply on the occasion of 
the election meetings addressed by the Prime Minister as a 
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candidate within her own constituency. It is worthy of 
notice that in the Blue Book (which contains detailed ins- 
tructions regarding sescurity arrangements of the Prime 
Minister) election meetings were specifically excluded. This 
is apparent from the first paragraph of the letter (Exh. 
121) issued by Ihe Ministry of Home Affairs, Government 
of India, on 19th November, 1969. Learned counsel for the 
petitioner also produced before me Lok Sabha Debates dated 
April 10, 1973. Rule 71(6) of the Blue Book, as it originally 
existed, has been reproduced in Column 241 of these 
Debates as follows : — 

“It has been noticed that the roBtrum arrangements are 
not always properly made because the hosts are 
sometimes unable to bear the cost. As the Prime 
Minister’s security is the concern of the State, all 
arrangements for putting up the rostrum and the 
barriers at the meeting place will be borne by the 
State, whatever may be the occasion for, which the 
public meeting is called, except election meetings”. 

Now, if the instructions issued by the Comptroller and 
Auditor General of India in 1958 are read with rule 71(6) 
of the Blue Book, as it originally existed, it becomes abun- 
dantly clear that the instructions contained therein did not 
apply to election meetings, much less to the meetings ad- 
dressed by the Prime Minister as a candidate in her own 
constituency. 

Rule 71(6) of the Blue Book was amended in 1969, as 
is apparent from the letter Exh. A-21 dated 19th November, 
1969 issued by the Government of India to all State Govern- 
ments, The relevant part of amended rule 71(6) reads as 
follows : — 

“It has been noticed that the rostrum arrangements 
are not always properly made because the hosts are 
sometimes unable to bear the cost. As the security 
of the Prime Minister is the concern of the State, 

, all arrangements for putting up the rostrum, the 
barricades etc. at the meeting place, including that 
of an election meeting, have to be made by the 
State Government concerned”. 

It was thus for the first time in 1969 that arrangements 
pertaining to election meetings were also made the responsi- 
bility of the State Government. It is, however, extremely 
doubtful whether even the amendment of rule 71(6) of the 
Blue Book in 1969 required the State Government and its 
officers to make arrangements for rostrums and loudspeakers 
at the meetings which the Prime Minister was to address 
in his/her own constituency as a candidate. Assuming, how- 
ever, that it did, it cannot be ignored that the instructions 
issued by the Comproller and Auditor-General of India 
(enclosed with Exh. 124) and the instructions contained in 
the letter of the Government of India dated 19th November, 
1969 (Exh. A-21) are instructions of administrative nature 
and they cannot override the provisions contained in sec- 
tion 123 of the Representation of the People Act. Conse- 
quently, if it is shown that the construction of rostrums 
and arrangement for supply of power for the functioning 
of the loudspeakers at the meetings addressed by the res- 
pondent no. 1 falls within the mischief of section 127(7) 
of the Representation of the People Act, neither the instruc- 
tions issued by the Comptroller and Auditor-General of 
India nor the instructions issued by the Government of India 
through its letters dated 12th of lanuary 1959 (Exh. 124) 
and 19th November, 1969 (Exh. 121) can come to the rescue 
of the respondent no. 1. 

The question that, therefore, ultimately falls for considera- 
tion is whether the fact that rostrums had been got 
constructed and supply of power for the functioning of the 
loudspeakers was arranged by the Gazetted officers of the 
State Government, particularly the Superintendent of Police, 
the Executive Engineer, P.W.D. and the Engineer, Hydel 
Department, for the meetings addressed by the respondent 
no. 1 as a candidate in her constituency, brings the matter 
within the mischief of section 123(7) of the Act. 

Sub-section (7) of section 123 of the Representation of the 
People Act reads as follows : — 

"The obtaining or procuring or abetting or attempting 
to obtain or procure by a candidate or his agent, 
or, by any other person with the consent of a 
candidate or his election agent, any assistance other 
than the giving of vote for the furtherance of the 
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prospects of that candidates’ election, from any per- 
son in the service of the Government and belonging 
to any of the following classes, namely : — 

(a) gazetted officers; 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

(e) 

(f) 

In the light of the above provision, the first question that 
arises for consideration is whether on the acts found proved 
it can be said that the assistance of the gazetted officer of 
the State was obtained or procured by the respondent no. 1, 

The words ‘obtain’ and ‘procure’ imply some initiative or 
effort on the part of the returned candidate. According to 
Webster’s New International Dictionary, the word ‘obtain’ 
means to take hold of, to gain or attain possession or dis- 
posal by some planned action or method. The meaning 
assigned to the word ‘procure’ in the same dictionary, inter 
alia, are to bring about, obtain, to get possession of by care 
or effort. In Moti l.al V. Mangla Prasad (A.l.R, 1958 
Allahabad 794 at p, 797) it was observed ; — 

“We think that the word ‘obtain’ in section 121(7) has 
been used in the sense of the meaning which con- 
notes purpose at behind the action of the candi- 
date. The word has not been used in the sub- 
section in the sense of a mere passive receipt of 
assistance without the candidate even being 
conscious of the fact that the assistance has been 
rendered. In order to bring the case under sub- 
section (7), it must be shown that the candidate 
did make some effort or perform some purposeful 
act in order to get the assistance." (under living is 
by me). 

In case Biresh Misra V. Ram Nath Sharma and others (17 
Election Law Reports 243 at p. 253) a Division Bench of 
the Assam High Court observed : — 

“The words ‘obtain’ or ‘procure’ or ‘abetting or attempt- 
ing to obtain or procure' any assistance necessarily 
imply some effort on the part of the candidate or 
his agent. Mere passive receipt of assistance is not 
contemplated- by the section.” 

Similar view has been expressed in the case Babu Bhai 
Vallabh Das Gandhi V. Piloo Homi Mody (17 Election Law 
Reports 108 on pp. 126 and 127) and C. Chiranjeevulu 
Naidu V. E. S. Thyagarajan (25 Election Law Reports 201 • 
at p. 217). 

In Para 13(c) of the written statement the respondent no. 1 
admitted that rostrums were constructed at Harchandpur, 
Rae Bareli, Jagatpur, Paterwa and Reuhara. In Para 13(d)' 
of the written statement the respondent no, 1 quoted ex- 
tensively from the instructions dated 29th November, 1958 
issued by the Comptroller & Auditor-General of India, copy 
whereof was sent by the Government of India to the Chief 
Secretaries of all the States under their letter dated 12th 
January, 1959 (Exh. 124), It may be recalled that under 
the aforesaid instructions it is the duty of the State Govern- 
ment. inter alia to make loudspeaker arrangements and 
to provide for rostrums for non-official meetings ,of the 
Prime Minister also, In paru 13(e) the respondent no. 1 
made reference to the letter of the Government of India 
dated 19th November, 1969 (Exh. A-21), which amended 
rule 71(6) of the Blue Book to bring the election meetings 
also within the ambit of the instructions issued by the 
Comptroller & Auditor-General. In answer to interrogatory 
no. 28 the special attorney of the respondent no. 1 admitted 
that the respondent no. 1 was generally aware of the sub- 
stance of the rules and instructions, (the words “such use of 
Indian Air Force planes by the P.M.” appear to have been 
inserted in the reply by inadvertence). In reply to inter- 
rogatory no. 29 it was admitted that the respondent no. 1 
was a party to the decision of the Union Government on 
the basis of which the letter dated 19th November, 1969 
(Exh, A-21) was issued. During her deposition in Court 
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the respondent no. 1 again, said that, according to the 
standing instructions from the Government of India, when- 
ever the Prime Minister visits any State and addresses meet- 
ings, including election meetings, necessary arrangements in 
connection with it have to be made by the officers of the 
State Government. She added that she was aware of those 
instructions even prior to 1st of February 1971. From all 
these facts it is apparent that, with the issue of letter from 
the Government of Tndia dated 19th November, 1969 (Exh. 
A-21), the respondent no. 1 held that it was also the duty 
of the State Government to arrange for construction of 
rostrums and installation of public address system for her 
meetings, regardless of the act whether those meetings were 
to be addressed by her as a candidate in her own constitu- 
ency or otherwise. 

Sri Yashpal Kapur (R.W. 32), earlier Private Secretary 
and O.S.M. ip the respondent’s secretariat, deposed that when 
a regular tour programme of the Prime Minister is prepared, 
the Private Secretary to the Prime Minister issues it to the 
authorities concerned after it is approved by the Prime 
Minister. The respondent no. 1 also conceded in his deposi- 
tion that the tour programmes concerned with the political 
work are prepared by the A.I.C.C. and are finalised after 
her approval is obtained. Tn answer to interrogatory no. 3 
of the second set it was admitted that the tour programmes 
arc issued, among others, to the State Government. 

Now, since the instructions issued by the Comptroller & 
Auditor-General read with the letter of the Government of 
India dated 12th January, 1959 (Exh. 124) and the letter 
of the Government of India dated 19th of November, 1969 
(Exh. A-21) required the State Government to construct 
rostrums and to arrange for the public address system for 
the election meetings or the respondent no. 1, besides making 
other arrangements, and since the respondent no. 1 believed 
that it also applied to the election meetings to be addressed 
by her in her constituency, it should be presumed that the 
purpose behind sending those tour programmes to the State 
Government was that the State Government should make all 
those arrangements for the meetings of the respondent no. 1. 
In other words, the tour programmes carried an implied 
direction that the State Government should also get cons- 
tructed rostrums and arrange for public address system for 
the election meetings to be addressed by her on 1st of 
February 1971 and 25th of February, 1971. It should be 
presumed that the respondent no, 1, as Prime Minister of 
this country, and with five years experience of that office 
behind her in 1971, also knew that the said work was to 
be done by the officers of the State Government. In fact 
respondent no. 1 stated in her cross-examination that she 
was aware that, according to the Standing Orders, necessary 
arrangeemnts in connection with the meetings, including 
election meetings, had to be made by the officers of the 
State Government. 

As already stated earlier, the word ‘obtain’ occurring 
in section 123(7) only implies some effort or initiative on 
the part of the returned candidate, Since the tour pro- 
grammes were sent from the office of the respondent no. 1 
with her approval and they contained an implied direction 
that the State Government may, inter alia, arrange for cons- 
truction of rostrums and for loudspeakers for the meetings 
; of the respondent no. 1, the needed initiative had thereby 
amanated from her. Further, on her own admission, res- 
pondent no. 1, knew that the aforesaid arrangements shall 
be made by the officers of the State Government. The ar- 
rangements having been made the respondent no. 1 availed 
of the same in all the meetings on 1st of February 1971 
and again in the meetings addressed on 25th of February 
1971. She did not do anything in between the two dates 
to disavow those arrangements or to prevent the officers of 
the State Government again undertaking them on 25-2-1971, 
The only reasonable conclusion that can under the circum- 
stances be reached is that the respondent no. 1 obtained the 
assistance of the officers of the State Government, within 
the meaning of that expressesion used in section 123(7) of 
the Act. 


The question that next falls for consideration is whether 
the assistance had been obtained for the furtherance of the 
prospects of the election of respondent no. 1. 

The position of the respondent no, 1 in her constituency 
first of all was that of a candidate. Her position as Prime 
Minister came thereafter. What she could not do as a 
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candidate, she could as well not do as Prime Minister. She 
could not therefore obtain the assistance of the Government 
Officers in her election campaign. Yet we And that it was 
done. The services of the officers of the State Government 
were obtained for construction of rostrums. The resources 
of the Slate Government were utilised for that purpose. At 
some of the meetings the officers of the State Government 
also arranged for supply of power for the functioning of 
the loudspeakers, as shown earlier. The assistance of the 
State Government was thus obtained so that the respondent 
no. 1 could effectively address the meetings for the further- 
ance of her prospects in the election. It may not be out 
of place to add that t he association of the senior officers of 
the State Government with the arrangements of restrums 
and loudspeakers in meetings of the respondent no. 1 was 
also lacking to create an impression on the mind of the 
electors within the constituency that the Government was 
assisting the respondent no. 1. It can, therefore, be safely 
said that the assistant of the officers of the State Govern- 
ment was obtained for the fuithcrance of the prospects of 
the election of respondent no. 1. 

Learned counsel for the respondent no. 1 urged that the 
construction of rostrums and nrrnnagements of loudspeakers 
could not in any way further the prospects of the respondent 
no. l’s election and, consequently, even if it be held that 
the assistance of the officers of the State Government had 
been obtained by the respondent no. 1 for the said purposes, 
it cannot constitute a corrupt practice. In support of his 
arguments learned counsel referred me to the cases : (1) 
Raj Krushna Bose Vs. Binod Kanungo and others (9 Elec- 
tion Law Reports 295, Supreme Court), (2) Satya Dev 
Bushahri v. Padam Dev and others (10) Election Law Re- 
ports 193 at pp. 112 and 117) and (3) Chandrashekhar Singh 
vs. Sarjoo Prasad Singh and another (22 Election Law Re- 
ports 206 at p. 217, Patna). On a perusal of these cases, 
however, I find that they arc distinguishable, In the first 
case the Court said that section 33(2) of the Act, as it then 
existed, conferred a right on every person to subscribe as 
proposer tor seconder as many nomination papers as there 
were vacancies to be filled. It was further held that section 
123(8) [which now corresponds to section J23(7)J was to 
be interpreted in harmony with section 33(2) and, interpret- 
ing in that manner, the act of a Government servant subs- 
cribing any nomination paper ns a proposer or seconder did 
not fall within the mischief of section 123(8), In the second 
case the Court held that in view of the duties that a polling 
agent has to perform, it cannot be said that the fact of a' 
Government servant acting as n polling agent for nny can- 
didate can constitute a corrupt practice. In reaching this 
conclusion it was also taken into consideration that, 'while 
the relevant section contained a prohibition against the ap- 
pointment of certain persons as election agent, there was no 
such reference to Ihc appointment of polling agents. Tho 
Court proceeded to say on page 120 : 

“To hold that Government servants are, as such and 
ns a class, disqualified to act as polling agents 
would be to engraft an exception to the statute, 
which is not there". 

In the third case the son of the returned candidate, who was 
a Sub-Inspector of Police under suspension, had driven the 
jeep of Sarvasri S. K, Sinha and Morarji Desai 
when (hey came into the constituency for election 
campaign and the Court observed : — 

“Mere driving of the jeep of Dr. S. K. Sinha and 
Sri Morarji Desai, even if proved cannot be said 
to be any assistance in the furtherance of the 
prospects of the respondent's election from a person 
in die service of the Government. Merc driving of 
the jeep is an act of carrying the lenders who were 
important members of either .State Government or 
Central Government and the Sub-Inspector of 
Police, even if he was on leave could be expected, 
if required, to show (his much of courtesy to the 
important leaders who were members of the Go- 
vernment too.” 

Il is worthy of notice that in this case the Sub-Inspector 
of Police had not rendered any service directly to the 
candidate but had rendered some service by way of courtesy 
to two leaders of outstanding importance who were also 
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members of the Government. Thus on facts none of the 
three eases referred to by learned counsel for the respondent 
no. 1 is analogous to the case before me, 

l earned counsel for the respondent, no. 1 also referred 
me to Articles 256 and 257 of the Constitution and urged 
that the earlier mentioned inst i actions were issued by the 
Government of India in exercise of its executive power 
under those Articles. The Representation of the People Act 
was, however enacted by the Parliament in exercise of its 
constitutional power, therefore, whether or not the earlier 
mentioned instructions were issued by the Government of 
India under Articles 256 and 257 of the Constitulion they 
cannot override the mandate of the Parliament contained in 
the Act. 

Learned counsel for the respondent no. 1 stressed that 
the Prime Minister of a country commands special position 
and that it is mandatory that arrangements for her security 
are made even when ho/she visits a particular constituency 
as a candidate seeking election from there. Learned counsel 
urged that. Ihe provisions contained in the Representation 
of the People Act should not be interepreted in a rigid 
manner and that allowance should be given lo that position 
while interpreting them. I, have, however, already said 
earlier that the construction of rostrums and arrangements 
of public address system are not. intimately connected with 
security and could he conveniently allowed to be arranged 
by the party concerned. Hut assuming that security was 
involved in the construction of rostrums, the fact remains 
that the Representation of the People Act makes no con- 
cession in favour of the Prime Minister or any other office- 
bearer of the Government. According to law, as it stands, 
obtaining assistant's of the officers specified in section 
123(7) of the Act by a candidate for furtherance of her 
election prospects is a corrupt practice, regardless of the 
fact whether the candidate 'is an ordinary person or a per- 
son holding high office in the -Government. If it were .felt 
that the position of the Prime Minister required some con- 
cession being made in the matter, Ihe Legislature could be 
moved to make necessary provision in that regard in section 
123(7) of the Act. In the absence of any such provision, 
the mere fact that the respondent no. 1 happended to be 
the Prime Minister cannot undo the effect of her obtaining 
assistance of the officers of the State Government for fur- 
therance of her election prospects. 

Learned counsel for the respondent no. 1 also urged 
that, according to (lie evidence on record, the respondent 
no. 1 did not make any canvassing for herself while address- 
ing meetings on 1st Februray 1971 and 25th February 1971 
and that she only did propaganda for the party. On this 
basis it was urged that any assistance given to the respondent 
no. 1 in those meetings could not be held to be assistance 
for furtherance of the election prospects of the respondent 
no. 1. This argument cannot he accepted for anv moment. 
The respondent no. 1 was the only Congress candidate from 
Rae Bareli parliamentary constituency. The respondent 
no. 1 pleaded in para 15(a) of the written statement that she 
had requested the voters to put the prescribed mark on the 
symbol of cow and calf. As a Congress candidate that was 
her symbol also. Therefore, when She asked the electors within 
the constituency of Rae Bareli to put their mark against, the 
symbol of cow and cajf, she clearly canvassed for herself. 

In view of all that has been said above, I hold that the 
respondent no, 1 obtained the assistance of the officers of 
the State Government, particularly the District Magistrate, 
the Superintendent of Police, the Executive Engineer, 
P.W.D. and the Engineer, Hyde) Department for construction 
of rostrums and arrangement of supply of power for loud- 
speakers in the meetings addressed by her on 1st of February 
1971 and 25th of February 1971 and further that the said 
assistance was for the furtherance of ihe prospects of the 
respondent no. 1 in her election. The respondent no. 1 was 
thus guilty of a corrupt practice under section 123(7) of 
the Act. 

Issue no. 3 is accordingly answered against the respondent 
no. 1 and in. favour of the petitioner, 

ISSUES NOS, 4 & 7 : 

These issuSs arise out of the allegations contained in para 
10 anj para 12 of the petition. In para 10 it is alleged that 
Sri Yashpal Kapur, the election agent of respondent no. 1, 
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and her other agents with the consent, of the said Sri Kapur, 
distributed a large number of quilts, blankets and dhotis as 
well as liquor among the electors of the constituency with 
the object of inducing them to vote for respondent no. I. 
According to Schedule A-l, which contains the details of 
this coirupt practice, distribution of blankets, dhotis, quilts 
and liquor was done in Salon, Bhuon, Dalmau, Harchandpur. 
Sareni and Lalganj. In para 12 of the petition it is alleged 
that Sri Yashpal Kapur, the election agent of the respondent 
no, 1, and some other agents and persons with his consent, 
hired and procured a number of vehicles for the free con- 
veyance of electors to various polling stations in the said 
constituency on 1st March, 3rd March and 5th March 
1971. The details of this corrupt practice arc mentioned in 
Schedule fl-l and, according to that schedule, this corrupt 
practice was committed at polling stations Rahi, Bhaon, 
Salon, Sareni, Harchandpur and at six polling stations situate 
in Rae Bareli proper and three polling stations situate in 
Bawan Buzurg, 

The respondent no. 1 in her written statement stoutly 

denied the commission of both the alleged corrupt practices. 

The petitioner in order to prove the aforesaid allegations 
examined Sri A. C. Mathur (I’.W. 9) and Budhu (P.W. 24) 
only. 

Sri A. C. Mathur (P.W. 19) w'as Presiding Officer at 
Rahi polling station on 1st of March 1971. He said lhat 
on that date same person, whose name he did not remem- 
ber, handed over to him an application (Paper No. A-295) 
and that he made an endorsement on that application. 
Application (Paper No. A-295) purports to have been given 
by Sarat Kumar Singh, Polling Agent of the petitioner at 
Rahi polling station, alleging that the workers of the res- 
pondent no. 1 were transporting voters by the UPF 214. The 
endorsement made by Sri Mathur on this application is 
Exhibit 55 and it rends as follows : — 

“Received (?) with the remark that the vehicle under 
reference has not been seen by me personally. 
However, the application is being forwarded to the 
Section Magistrate.” 

The petitioner did not examine Sarat Kumar Singh, the 
purported author of the complaint (Paper No. A-295); and 
Sri A. C, Mathur, the Presiding Officer has not said anything, 
either in his deposition or in the endorsement made by him' 
on that complaint, lending support to it. The evidence of 
Sri A. C. Mathur thus fails to prove that any voters were 
transported by or on behalf of the respondent no. t free of 
cost to Rahipur polling station, 

This takes me to the other witness, namely Budhu 
(P.W.24). He is a resident of village Bhaon. He deposed 
that on the date of polling a big jeep came to the village; 
that the people were saying that the jeep belonged to 
Smt. Premwati; that the jeep carried the flag and posters of 
the Congress Party; and that it made 8 or 10 trips for carry- ' 
ing the voters. He said that Smt. Premwati remained present 
in the village till about 3 p.m 

Now, if it were true that voters had been transported in 
Ihe manner alleged by Budhu P.W., some complaints about 
the same should have been made by the polling agent of the 
petitioner at the relevant polling stations and evidence about 
the same could be adduced. No such evidence has, however, 
been adduced. The oral testimony of Budhu alone cannot, 
therefore, he given much credence. That apart, the respon- 
dent examined a number of witnesses to rebut the evidence 
of Budhu (P.W.24). Smt. Premwati (R.W.21) herself entered 
the witness-box and made a statement on oath to the effect 
that she did not come to Rae Bareli constituency during the 
period of election and that she remained busy in connection 
with the election of Smt. Shiela Kaul in Lucknow City con- 
stituency. Tt is true that Smt. Shiela Kaul was also a can- 
didate of Congrcss(R) and is an aunt of respondent no. 1. 
However, the mere fact that Smt. Premwati (R.W.21) was 
working for the aunt of respondent no. 1 cannot constitute 
a sufficient ground for discarding her testimony. 

Other witnesses examined by the respondent no. 1 in 
this connection are Gajraj Singh (R.W. 19), a resident of 
village Sara! Damn, I.alu (R.W.20), also a resident of village 
Sarai Damn. Ganga (R.W.22), Pradhan of village Jamalpur 
Nankari, Kuir (R.W.23), another resident of village Jarnal- 


[>ur Nankari and Thakur Ambika Singh (R.W.24). Gajraj 
Singh . and Lalu R. Ws. said that they had gone to give 
their voles at Ihe polling .stalion situate in Mohammadpur 
Kuchori. They further said lhat they and other people of 
their village had gone on foot to cast their votes and that 
it was wrong that any jeep or tractor was utilised to trans- 
port any voters from their village to the polling stations. 
Ganga and Kuir R, Ws. deposed that they went to Bhaon 
polling station to cast their votes. They further said that 
they and other people of their village went to the polling 
stalion on foot and that it was wrong that any vehicle had 
been used for transporting them to the polling station. It 
may be mentioned here that according to the statement 
made by Budhu in cross-examination, Kuir and Gajraj 
Singh were among the persons who had been transported 
by jeep. Thakur Ambika Singh '(R-W.24) was named in 
Schedule B-l as one of those persons who transported 
voters. He stated on oath that he never transported any 
voters from any place in the constitutency to any polling 
station, The above being the state of evidence, I find that 
the petitioner failed to prove that the election agent of the 
respondent no. 1, or any other person with his consent, 
transported voters free of cost to any polling station. 

In support of the allegation that blankets, dhotis or quilts 
were distributed, it is Budhu (P.W. 24) only who has made 
a statement. According to him, Madan Mohan Misra and 
some other persons visited his village on the date preceding 
the election for distributing the aforesaid articles to the 
voters in village Bhaon. He also claimed to have received 
one dhoti. He further named Kuir and said that, among the 
residents of Jamalpur Nankari, he was one of those who 
had been distributed cloth. 

The respondent examined Shilla Bux Singh (R.W.15), 
Kuir (R.W.23) and Thakur Ambika Singh (R.W.24). 
According to the .Schedule A-l appended to the petition, 
Shilla Bux Singh was one of those persons who get blankets 
etc, distributed. Shitla Bux Singh entered the witness-box to 
deny it on oath. Kuir ( R.W. 23) contradicted that part of 
the statement of Budhu (P.W.24) wherein he said lhat cloth 
had also been distributed to him. Thakur Ambika Singh 
(R.W.24) is Pramukh of the Kshcttrn Samiti. He also 
denied having participated in connection with the distribution 
of quilts, kambals, dhotis etc. in any part of the constituency. 

in the aforesaid circumstances, reliance cannot be placed 
on the solitary testimony of Budhu in order to accept that 
any quilts, blankets, dhotis etc. were at all distributed on be- 
half of respondent no. 1 in the constituency. 

Issues nos. 4 and 7 ore accordingly decided against the 
petitioner and in favour respondent no. 1. 

ISSUE NO, 10 ; 

J iv para 22 of the Written statement the respondent no. 1 
pleaded lhat the security , deposit was not make according to 
rules and hence this issue. This question, however, stands 
concluded with the decision of this Court in case, Election 
Petition No. 1 of 1971. Brahma Datla v. Paripurana Nand 
& others, decided on 9th November, 1971, The objection 
taken in this case is precisely the same as was raised in 
F.lection Petition No. 1 of 1971. Learned counsel for res- 
pondent no. 1 has failed to show any reason for which the 
present case may be held to be distinguisablc on facts from 
the case of Brahma Datta v. Pariputra Nand & others 
(supra). In view of the decision of this Court in that case, 

I find that the security deposit made by the petitioner was 
in order. 

The issue is accordingly answered in favour of Ihe peti- 
tioner and against the respondent np. 1 

ISSUE NOS. 5 & 8 ; 

Tn the written statement filed by respondent no. 1 it was 
pleaded that para 10 read with Schedule A and para 12 
read with Schedule B of the petition furnished no particulars 
of corrupt practice and were, therefore, liable to be struck 
off. 

The allegation contained in para 10 of the petition, briefly 
stated, is that the election agent of the. respodent no. 1 and 
her other agents with the consent of the election agent, 
freely distributed quilts, blankets, dhotis and liquor among 
the electorate to induce them to vole for respondent no. 1. 
Schedule A contained the names of the persons who 
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distributed the aforesaid articles, the names of the places 
where they were distributed. The allegation contained in 
para 12, of the petition is that on 1st March, 1971, 3rd March, 
1971 and 15th March, 1971 the election agent of the res- 
pondent no. 1, and some other persons with his consent, 
hired or procured a number of vehicles for free convey- 
ance of electors to various polling stations. Schedule B, 
accompanying the petition, disclosed the names of the per- 
sons who transported the voters, the registration number of 
the vehicles used by them for transporting voters, the names 
of the polling stations to which the voters were transported, 
and the dates on which they were transported. 

From the order dated 20th September 1973, passed 
by K, N. Srivastavu, J, it appears that after the statements 
of 15 witnesses on the siue of the petitioner had been 
recorded it was pleased on behalf of the respondent No. 1 
that issues nos. 5 and 8 be decided as preliminary issues. 
After hearing learned counsel for the parlies, it was held 
by K. N. Srivaslava, 1. that allegations contained in paras 
)0 and 12 were vague in some respects, In regard to 
para 'no. 10 and Schedule A, he pointed out that it did 
not disclose — 

(i) whether the liquor, blankets, quilts and dhotis were 
distributed at the same time and place or separate- 
ly; and 

(ii) so far as big places like Salon and others men- 
tioned in Schedule A are concerned, the places 
where the alleged corrupt, practice was committed 
should have been specifically mentioned. 

In regard to para 12 and Schedule B, it was pointed 
out by K. N. Srivaslava, 1. that the allegations contained 
therein were vague in following manner; — 

(1) The petitioner should have given the details as 
to which vehicle mentioned in Schedule H was 
procured or hirco by which worker or agent of 
respondent no. 1 

(2) The names of polling stations from or to which 

the voters were carried required to be disclosed; 

(3) It was required to he disclosed whether the 

vehicles mentioned in Schedule B were tractors, 

taxies, buses or motorcars. 

Other objections raised on behalf of the respondent were 
rejected with the following observations: — 

“The other objections ate of a technical nature about 
the vagueness and they have no force in them,” 

In consequence of the above order passed by k. N. Sri- 
vastava J. the petitioner furnished better particulars, 

Counsel for both the parties were again heard and 
thereafter a detailed order was passed by me on 29(h of 
August 1974. By that order the particulars furnished by 

the petitioner in regard to distribution of blankets, quilts 
and dhotis were accepted as sufficient and those particulars 
were allowed to he incorporated. With regard to the other 
allegation about the distribution of liquor, it was held that 
it continued to remain vague and consequently, that part 
of para 10 of the petition which related to distribution of 
liquor, was ordered to be deleted. 

Tn regard to particulars furnished to clarify the allegation 
contained in para 12, the only objection raised before me 
was that the description of Amresh Prasad Srivastava, Zulli- 
qar Khan and Anand Kumar, mentioned in column 1 of 
Schedule B-l (sought to be substituted for Schedule B) was 
not sufficient to enable the respondent to li.\ their ioentity. 
That objection was upheld and it was directed that while 
Schedule B may be substituted with Schedule B-l, as prayed, 
the aforesaid names shall be deleted therefrom. 

The result of the order dated 29th August 1974 is that 
thereafter the allegations contained in paras 10 and 12 of 
the petition, coupled with Schedule A-1 and Schedule B-l 
do not suffer from any vuguness. Needless to say (hat 
learned counsel tor the petitioner also failed to point out 
at the time of the final arguments in the case that paras 
10 and 12,' coupled with Schedule A-1 and Schedule B-L 
still suffer from any vagueness. 
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Issues 5 and 8 are accordingly answered in favour of 
the petitioner and against the respondent no. 1. 

Issue No. 6 

In para 11 of the petition it is alleged that the symbol ot 
cow and calf is a religious symbol; that the party to which 
the respondent no. 1 belongs induced the Election Com- 
mission of India to allot to the party the symbol of cow 
and calf; that the respondent no. 1 made used of and ap- 
pealed to that religious smybol in each of her election meet- 
ings addressed by her in the constituency on 25th of Februa- 
ry 1971. It is further alleged that the respondent no. 1 ex- 
horted the voters to cast their votes by putting the prescrib- 
ed seal mark on the symbol of cow and calf in the meetings 
addressed by her on 25th of February 1971 at Bhojpur, 
MuraF-ka-bagh, Lalganj, Sothi and other places. 

In reply to the above allegation, the respondent no. 1 
pleaded that the symbol of cow and calf was not a reli- 
gious symbol nor was it so regarded by the Hindu com- 
munity ; that it was wrong that her political party induced 
the Eection Commission of India to allot that symbol to 
her party ; that it was also wrong that extensive use of and 
appeal to' the religious symbol of cow and calf was made by 
her in any of the meetings addressed on 25th of February 
1971. She added that during her speeches she merely 
informeu the voters that the cow and calf was the election 
symbol of Congress (R) and that voting mark should be 
put on that symbol. Another plea raised on behalf of the 
respondent no, 1 in this connection was that the decision of 
the Election Commission in the matter of reservation of 
symbols was final and, the symbol of cow and calf having 
been allotted to the Congress (R), to which party the 
respondent no. I belonged, it could not be made a ground 
for her election being avoiacd under section 100 of the 
Representation of the People Act. 

The evidence adduced by the petitioner under this issue 
can be classified under two heads : — 

(1) Reghubar Mithu Lai Shaslri (P.W. 16) and Surya 
Bali Shukla (P. W. 34) were examined in order 
to depose about the position of the cow and calf in 
the Hinou religion. Sant Satan Vedanti (P.W. 33) 
deposed that he was a member of the Akhil Bhar- 
tiya Ram Kajya Parishad. He was examined 
to prove that in 1952 the Akhil Bhartiya Ram 
Rajya Parishad applied for the symbol of cow and 
calf being allotted to it but it was refused on the 
ground that it was a religious symbol. A. N. Sen 
(P.W. 54), Secretary, Election Commission of 
India, was examined to prove that Akhil Bhartiya 
Ram Rajya Parishad applied for the allotment of 
the symbol of cow and calf for the general elec- 
tion of 1952 and the same was refused. 

(2) Ram Nihore (P.W. 25), Raj Kishore Singh (P.W. 

- 26 ), Ram Kumar (P.W. 46) are witnesses under 

the second head. They were examined to prove 
that during her speeches the respondent no. 1 
said that cow and calf was a religious symbol und 
that people shoula therefore put their mark on 
that symbol while casting their votes. 

So far as the evidence of the witnesses mentioned under 
the second head above is concerned, learned counsel for the 
respondent no. 1 urged that since there was no pleading in 
the petition that the respondent no. 1 made an appeal in 
any of her election meetings that the symbol of cow and 
calf wus a ‘dharmik prateck’ the evidence was not in con- 
formity with the pleadings and cannot be looked into. 1 
have already referrend to what has been alleged in the 
petition. As mentioned earlier, all that is stated therein 
(hat in the meetings addressed by the respondent no. 1 on 
25th February 1971 she made use of ana appealed to the 
religious symbol of cow and calf. It has not been clcari- 
fied as to what words were used by the respondent no. 1 
while making that appeal. In other words, the pleadings 
on the point have been left vague in the petition. Learned 
counsel for the respondent no. 1 urged that the evidence 
adduced by the petitioner in order to prove that, in the 
meetings addressed by her, the respondent no. 1 said that 
cow and calf was a religious symbol and consequently 
people should put their mark on that symbol, is not strictly 
in conformity with the pleadings. Learned counsel pointed 
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out that no amount of evidence can be looked into upon 
a plea which has not been nut forth in the pleadings. In 
view of the objection raised on behalf of the respondent, 
learned counsel for the petitioner said at the time of argu- 
ment that he confined his case only to the use of the symbol 
of cow and calf. He gave lip that part of the case wherein 
it was alleged that appeals were made to the religious 
symbol of cow and calf by the respondent no. 1. It is 
accordingly not necessary to refer to the evidence of Ram 
Nihorc (P.W. 25), Raj Kishore Singh (P.W. 26) ana Ram 
Kumar (P.W. 46), nor is it necessary to refer to the evi- 
dence adduced by the respondent to rebut the evidence of 
the aforesaid P.Ws. 

The question that, therefore, remains for consideration is 
whether the symbol of cow and calf was a religious symbol 
and tho mere use of that symbol as an election symbol con- 
stituted a corrupt practice under section 123(3) of the 
Representation of the People Act. 

It will first be convenient to dispose of the evidence of 
Sant Saran Vedanti (P.W. 33) and A. N. Sen (P.W. 34). 
Sant Saran Vedanti merely stated that the Akhil Rhartiya 
Ram Rajya Parishad applied for the election symbol of cow 
and calf in 1952 and that tho Election Commission refused 
to grant that symbol to the Akhil Rhartiya Ram Rajya 
Parishad on the ground that it was a religious symbol. 

The statement of Shri Sant Saran Vedanti that Akhil 
Bhartiya Ram Rapya Parishad, inter alia, applied for the 
symbol of cow and calf for the election of 1952 finds 
some support from the statement of Sri A. N. Sen (P.W. 
54), Secretary, to the Election Commission of India, who 
stated that it was apparent from the report of the First 
Cfcncral Elections in India in 1951-52 that Akhil Bhartiya 
Ram Rajya Parishad asked for allotment of symbol of 
“milch cow with calf and milkmaid". A copy of that re- 
port was placed by Shri A. N. Sen on the record of this 
case and a perusal thereof does show that for the elections 
of 1952 Akhil Bhartiya Ram Rajya Parishad had applied, 
for the aforesaid symbol. Shri Sant Saran Vedanti, how- 
ever, failed to place on record any copy of the order passed 
on the application of Akhil Rhartiya Ram Rajya Parishad 
for the allotment of the said symbol, He said that a reply 
had been received form the Election Commission but it was 
not traceable. In cross-examination he conceded that the 
reply received from the Election Commission was in English 
and that he could neither read nor understand English, 
The statement made by Shri Sant Saran Vedanti does not, 
therefore, constitute a sufficient proof of the fact that the 
Election Commission of India rclused to allot the symbol 
of “milch cow with calf and milkmaid” because it treated 
that symbol to be a religious symbol. My attention waS 
invited to the views expressed by the Election Commission 
in their report in the First General Elections in India 
(1951-52), wherein they said : 

“The Commission deckled that the symbols should be 
familiar to, and easily recognisable by, illiterate 
and ignorant voters and readily distinguishable by 
them from each olher and that no object having 
any religious or sentimental association, c.g., a 
cow, a temple, the national flag, a spuming 
wheel and the like should find a place in the list 
of approved symbols." 

I do not think that, on the basis of the above view held 
by the Election Commission it can be inferred that the symbol 
of “milch cow with calf and milkmaid” was really treated 
by the Election Commission as a religious symbol and was 
refused on that ground. Assuming, however, that the Elec- 
tion Commission had a feeling that the symbol cf cow wilh 
calf and milkmaid, applied for the Akhil Bhartiya Ram 
Rajya Parishad, was a religious symbol, that view is not 
binding on this Court. The court has to come lo its own 
conclusion on the basis of the material placed before it and 
not to adopt the view expressed by the Election Commis- 
sion. 

Therefore, looked at from any angle, the evidence of Sri 
Sant Saran Vedanti (P.W. 33) fails to prove that the cow 
and calf is a religious symbol. 

Coming to the evidence of Sri A. N. Sen (P.W. 54). as 
already stated, he merely said that it appeared from the 
report of the Election Commission for the year 1951-52 


that Akhil Bhartiya Ram Rajya Parishad had applied for 
the symbol of milch cow with calf and milkmaid. The 
report filed by Sri Sen further shows that Akhil Bhartiya 
Ram Rajya Parishad was allotted the symbol of 'Rising 
Sun', which was their second preference. Nothing further 
is proved cither by the statement of Sri A. N. Sen or by 
the report of the Election Commission for the year 1951-52. 
I accordingly hold that the evidence of Sri A. N-. Sen 
(P.W. 54) can also have, no bearing on the point whether 
the symbol of cow and calf allotted to the Congress (R) 
for the elections of 1971 was a religious symbol. In fact Sri 
A. N. Sen stated that the Election Commission did not con- 
sider the symbol of cow and calf to be a religious symbol 
within the meaning of section 123(3) of the Representation 
of the People Act and it was for that reason that the said 
symbol was allotted by the Commission to the Congress (R). 

This takes me to the other two witnesses examined on this 
point by the petitioner, i.c. Raghubar Mithu Lai Shastri 
(P.W. 16) and Suraya Bali Shuklu (P.W. 34). 

/ 

Raghubar Mithu Shastri claimed lo be a scholar of Hindu 
scriptures. After making a reference to the Vedas, NiiuVti, 
the Bhagwat Puran, the Mahabharat etc,, he deposed ; — 

“The cow and even image of cow or any portrait and 
even things closely associated with cow as sacred, 
have always been treated as God and worshipped by 
Hindus.” 

Now, it is a matter of common knowledge that in all 
scriptures of the yore resort has been made to similes, meta- 
phors, allegories and hyperboles. Scholars in mythology give 
allowance to it while understanding the same. A reading of 
the statement made by Sri Raghubar Mithu Lai Shastri. ac a 
whole docs not show that cow has been held to be one of 
the recognised Gods in the Hindu mythology, though she 
has been held sacred and worthy of great veneration. After 
making a reference to the 47th and 48th Verse of Chanter 
XXIII of Yajurveda, the witness said that according to said 
Verses, Vedas were light like Surya, lake equal to the Ocean 
is sky, Indi a is greater than earth, but there is no measure for 
cow. The statement that there is no measure for cow docs 
not in my opinion, leads to the conclusion that the cow was 
a God. It can very well mean that cow had no measure for ils 
Utility and usefulness in the Hindu society, Again after re- 
ferring to the 10th Kanda of the Yathcrveda, the witness said 
that according to the First, Second and Third Mantras There- 
of anybody who worships cow when il is born and worships 
it in its entirety, namely its hair, its hoofs, its colour and its 
appearance, alone is fit for being given the cow as a gift. 
Now, ihis again does not show that cow was equated with 
God. It only stales that no person should be given a cow in 
gift unless he adores her, for, if he is not an adorer of a 
cow, he may maltreat her. Then the witness refered to Verse 
101 in Chapter. X, Mandal 8 and Mantra 151 of the Rigvcda 
and said that the sense of that Mantra is that cow is the 
mother of J1 Rudra Gods, daughter of 8 Vansus, sister of 
12 Adilyas and centre of immortality or nectar. According 
to the witness, the Mantra carries a mandate that a row 
which is without any defect or default and at. the same time 
not humble should never be killed. Now the mere fact that 
cow has been described in the aforesaid part of Rifiveda. as 
mother of some Gods and sister of others cannot in my 
opinion lead to the conclusion that cow, was given the status 
of God. It is well known that, the cow's milk has been held 
to be extremely useful and it is said that it carries medicinal 
properties. It is also said that one who lives on cow’s milk 
enjoys a long life. It was, therefore, said in this Mantra ihut 
cow was the centre of immortality cr of ncclar. It appears 
that il. was also for this reason that cow has been associated 
with Rudra Gods and Vasus in the aforesaid Mantra. Aft -r 
making a reference to Sloka 10 of Chapter XVI, third Ask- 
andh of the Bhagwat the witness said : 

“Those people who treat the highly spiritual Brahnlines. 
cows and living beings having no shelter, who are 
the very physical body of mine, thinging them to 
be different from me will have trouble by the vul- 
ture like messengers of Yama representating me.” 

The Hindu belief is that God resides within every living 
being and more so within those who are holy and live a 
sacred life. It is also one of the beliefs that God looks 
after those who are not looked after by anybody. It is in that 
sense that it has bee nstated in the Bhagwat the Gow resides 
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wihin spiritual Brahmins cows, and living beings having no 
shelter. To enjoin that they are treated with respire 1 . it *s 
further stated therein that il anybody treats them to be di'te- 
rent hom God he will have to sutler consequences for the 
same, 1 do not think it can be inferred on the basis thereof 
that cow' was herself a God. Tn fact Sri Raghubar Mithu 
Lai Shastri himself made significant concessions during his 
cross-examination to dispel the theory sought to be enuncia- 
ted by him during his cxaminnlion-in-chief that cow is God 
in Hindu mythology, He said that if by seeing the picture of 
a calf, one’s pity is aroused then that calf will be religious 
symbol. In answer to a further question he said that not only 
a bullock but any living creattue that evoked pity is a reli- 
gious symbol, In answer to lhe question as to what was the 
quality, besides being fit for worship, which makes an 
article a religious symbol, the witness and that if anything or 
object serves the purpose of coming in (treat use in life e.g_ 
to preserve human life it becomes a thing of worship, and 
that economics also plays a part in the matter. It is needless 
to dilate any further on the statement made by Sri Raghubar 
Mithu Lai Shaslri (P.W. 16). I would state at the cost ol 
repetition that his evidence in my opinion does not lead to 
the conclusion that cow is God and, therefore, a religious 
symbol. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner also referred me to the 
evidence ol Dr. Pattabhi Ram Shastri (R.W. 35) and urged 
that the statement made by him al.so leads tc> lhe conclusion 
that cow has been held to be a God in Hinuu mythology. 1 
have, therefore, perused the statement ol Dr. Pattabhi Ram 
Shastri (P.W. 34) as well and I am unable to agree with 
learned counsel for the petitioner. Dr. Pattabhi Rurn Shastri 
clearly stated in the examination-in-chief that the picture or 
portrait of a cow and calf is nol a religious symbol. He lur- 
Iher stated that in shaslras cow has been mentioned only as 
one of the dravyas (articles) and in Vedas it has been con- 
sidered to be the national wealth. He was then conf touted 
with some scriptures in order to elicit from him that cow was 
God- Most of the scriptures were the same as have been re- 
ferred (o by Dr. Raghubar Mithu Lai Shastri (P. \V. 16) and 
it would be useless to refer to them in detail again. The state- 
menl made by Dr. Pattabhi Rant Shaslri in cross-examination 
also leads to the same conclusion, namely that cow has been 
mentioned with reverence and adoration in the holy suiplurex. 
That certainly docs not mean that cow is God or one of the 
Gods. 


T earned counsel for the petitioner (hen referred to lhe book 
‘Goscwa’ written by Mahatma Gandhi (Translated by Ram 
Narain Chaudhary). The protion relied upon bv ihc learned 
counsel for the petitioner occurs on page 12 of Ihc Book and 
reads as follows : — 

“Phirbhi samanya Ilinduon ke Jiye to gorakriia ka plem 
him Hindu tntva ke mukhaya lakehanya lliaha'raya 
hai.”. 
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farmun of the Emperor Babur, 'l he advice given in this bar- 
man by Emperor Babar to his son was that he should remain 
Irom cow slaughter, so that he could capture the love and res- 
pect ol lhe Hindu population of the country. Again, it was 
a lesson in politics that was given by Empeior Babar through 
this barman. That certainly does not prove that cow is God. 

Reference wns also made by learned counsel for the peti- 
tioner during his arguments to a Book “Hindu Pantheon 
by Edw'ard Moor (pages 7k and 79), On page 7 9 it is stated 
that images of cow and of her call are worshipped in India, 
in paragraph 3 on page 78 it is said. “A cow, the reader will 
perceive, is no unimportant mythological pe.sonagc, nor is the 
bull, the latlci has been spoken of, in another place, as the 

nundi of Maiiadeva, and the sympol of divine justice." In the 

third paragraph on page 79 it is said. “A cow clicking a calf 
is n very favourite subject of Hindu artists, in paint ivory, 
brass, moilar elc.” li is not staled either on page 78 or on 

page 79 of this Book that cow is held to be a God in the 

Hindu religion. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner then referred me to 
Encyclopedia Britania, 1962 Edition, Vol II, wherein describ- 
ing Hinduism, it is stated 

“Many animals, plants and natural objects are sacred in 
varying degrees, the mosi noteworthy being the cow, The bull 
is specially sacied because of his connection with God Shiva, 
But the cow is divine in her own right and is generally revered 
a.s (he representative of mother earth," 


In the Wabster’s new intemationel Dictionary the word 
‘divine’ has- been assigned the meaning of “God or pertaining 
to God, proceeding from God; appropriated to God; pertaining 
lo or proceeding from a diely ; God like and heavenly, "iNow” 
everything that pertains lo God or proceeds from God or is 
appropriated lo God or is God like or heavenly is not neces- 
sarily ilself a God. While saying that the cow is divine in 
her own right, the sense conveyed is that though bulls and 
other animals are held sacred because of their association with 
with some God, cow is held sacied without any such associa- 
tion. Reliance was also placed by learned counsel for the 
petitioner on some observations made by the Supreme Court 
in the case Mohammad Hanif Qurreshi and other versus Stale 
of Bihar (A.LR. 1958 Supreme Court 731 at pp. 744 and 755 
para 22) Learned counsel particularly invited my attention to 
the sentence occurring on page 75, which State that cow 
was gradually raised lo the stains of divinity. 
That sentence is, however, to be read in t he 
context in which it is mentioned and not removed from 
it. In the opening part ol paragraph 22 it is slated that in the 
Vcdie times animal llesh formed the staple food of the people, 
and that goats, sheep, cows, buffaloes and even horses were 
slaughtered for food and for religious specifies and that their 
flash used to be offered to the Gods. 7 hereafter reference has 
been made to some authorities of Hindu mythology and it is 
slated ; 


Learned counsel stressed that Mahatma Gandhi was a great 
scholar and the aforesaid view' expressed by him in his book 
should also lead to the conclusion Ihut has been held lo be a 
God in Hindu mythology. I cannot ascribe that meaning to 
the aforesaid words occurring in lhe Book ‘Goscwa’. To my 
mind that does nol mean anything beyond this that to carry 
love for cow is one of the tenets of Hindu religion. Eh at 
obviously is based on the fact that since a long time, inthcr 
since the times of the holy scriptures, cow has been treated 
sacred in Hindu religion. Everything that is sacred does not 
become God, 

Reference was also made by learned counsel for the peti- 
tioner to a Book “Gae ki jan baehane ka hay. in’ by Kliwaja 
Hasan Nizami. Particular stress was laid by learned counsel 
for the petitioner on the contents of pages 35 and 46-47 of 
this Book. Page 35 rcpoduces a Fatwn by one Maultma Abdul 
Hai, All that has been stressed in it is that cow siaughlci was 
not one of the essentials of Islam, that since cow daughter 
offends against Hindu religion and causes pain to the Hindu 
neighbour, it wns necessary for the Muslims to refrain from 
indulging in cow slaughter I fail to understand how anything 
contained in this Fatwn can go to prove that cow is God. It 
only mentions a humane principle that nothing should he done 
which offends lhe followers ol another religion. Coming lo 
pages 46 and 47, they purport to cany the translation of the 


“Though the custom of slaughtering of cows and bulls 
prevailed during the Vedic period, nevertheless, even 
m the Rigveda times there seems lo have grown up 
n revulsion of feeling against the custom. The cow 
gradually came lo acquire a special sanctity and 
was called ‘Aghnyu’ (not lo be slain). There was 
a school of thinkers amongst the Rfsis, vvho set lhcir 
face against the custom of killing such useful 
animals as the cow and the bull. High praise was 
bestowed on the cows ns will appear from he follow- 

bestowed on the cows ns will appear from the follow- 

ing verses from Rg, Veda, Book VI, Hymn XXV1U 
(Cow) attributed to the worship of sage Bhard- 
\aja_ . 

A reading of para 20 as a whole thus makes it appear that 
in lhe early Vedic times cow and bull were slaughtered for 
tood as well as for religious sacrifices. Gradually the Aryans 
realised the usefulness of the cow and the bull which led to 
the cow anff bull being raised in the Hindu mythology in high 
tenns It appears that in order to prevent the slaughter of 

the bull and cow, particularly in realisation of the great 

utility ol the cow, this com sc was adopted in the Hindu 
Sviiptiues. J do not agree lhat anything said by lhe Supreme 
t oun in the decision M. II. Qurreshi v. State of Bihar (supra) 
and contained in para 22 of lhe report thereof amounts to 
saying that cow is treated to be a God in tlje Hindu religion. 
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Whether the cow and calf is a religious symbol, should 
in fact be understood in the sense common man understands 
it. The common man in our country does not dclive deep 
into the Vedas, Puruns and Smritis in order to know the iden- 
tity and status of deities in the Hindu mythology. No one 
can deny that cow, like other cattle, arc bought and sold all 
over the world since times immemorial. It also cannot be 
denied that cows arc so often shabbily treated by an ordinary 
man. It is beyond the understanding of a common man pro- 
fessing Hindu religion that the Hindu Gods and deities should 
be so humble and weak and any person may buy and sell them 
at his pleasure and any person cun maltreat them. Again if 
cow is a deity, the entire race thereof in this universe should 
be held deities which is not very much understandable. The 
rational view, therefore, is that, in view of her high utility, 
cow is treated with great reverence. It cannot, however, be 
equated with God or deity. 

Another aspect of the matter is that section 123 (3) 
makes the use of a religious symbol to be a corrupt pratiee. 
According to learned counsel for the petitioner, cow is a deity 
and the picture of the cow should, therefore, he a religious 
symbol. The question, however, is what is the meaning of 
the word ‘symbol"? According to Webster's New International 
Dictionary ‘symbol’ can signify in common, a visible thing 
that stands for or suggests something invisible or intangible; 
it can apply to anything that serves as an outward sign of 
something else. According to Corpus Juris Secundum, ‘symbol’ 
means an object chosen to typify or represent some idea or 
quality in something else because of a resemblance in one or 
more of their characteristics or association. 

In view of the aforesaid meaning of the word ‘symbol’ the 
picture of cow and calf cannot be held to be the symbol of 
cow hereself. On this ’reasoning also it cannot be held to be 
a religious symbol. 

The point whether the cow and calf is a religious symbol 
or not came up for consideration directly in the cases Hhanwar 
Lai v, Ram Sahai Pandey and others (A.I.N. 1972 Madhya 
Pradesh 176 at p. 179), Election petition No. 2 of 1971 (Shital 
Prasad Misra, Nitiraj Singh Chaudhary), decided by the High 
Court of Madhya Pradesh on 21st July 1971 and published in 
Madhya Pradesh Gazette, dated 23rd June, 1971, Pt. I. p. 7809 
paras 18 to 23 and Sri Prasanna Das Damoder Das Palwar 
v. Indu Lai Kanhaiya Lai Yajtiik, decided by the High Court 
of Gujarat on 27th August, 1971, published in Gujarat 
Gazette dated 20th July 1972, Pt IV C, p. 1342 at page 1355 
to 1362. Tt was uniformly held in all the three cases that 
the cow and calf is not a religious symbol. The point whe- 
ther cow is a religious smybol or not also came up for con- 
sideration in one context or the other in the cases Shah 
Jayanthi Lai Amba Lai v, Kasturi Lai Nagin Das Doshi (36 
Election 1 aw Reports 189), Baijnath Singh Vaiclya v, Ravendra 
Pratap Singh (36 Election Law Reports 327); Uishumbhar 
Dayal v. Raj Rnjeshwur and others (39 Election Law Reports 
363 at p. 376); Dincsh Dangi v, Daulut Ram (39 Election 
Law Reports 465 at p, 476); Shyam Lai v. Mausa Din and 
others (37 Election Uw Reports 67 at p. 89); B. P. Maurya 
v, Prakashvir Shaslri (37 Election Law Reports 137 at p. 
147); Sohadar Rai v. Ram Singh Aharwar and others (37 
Election Law Reports 176 at p. 188); Vishwanath Prasad v. 
Salamat Ullah and others (27 Election Law Reports 145 at 
p. 186 bottom and Lachchi Ram v. Jamuna Prasad Mukhariya 
and others (9 Election I.aw Reports 149 at p. 157). It was 
held in all these cases that cow in not a religious symbol. 

It will thus appear that the consensus of authorities over- 
whelmingly supports the view that the picture of cow and 
calf is not a religious symbol. Learned counsel for the peti- 
tioner could not cite any case in which a contrary view may 
have been expressed. 


1 acordingly find that the respondent no. 1 cannot be 
held guilty of having committed a corrupt practice, under sec- 
tion 123(3) of the Representation of the People Act merely 
because of the user of the symbol of cow and calf as her 
election symbol or because of her having said to the electors, 
during the speeches addressed by het within the constitutency, 
that cow and calf was the symbol of the Congrtss Party and 
that (hey should put the voting mark against that symbol. 

Issue no. 6 is, therefore, answered against the petitioner 
and in favour of respondent no. 1. 


ISSPE NO. 9 & WRIT PETITION NO. 3761 of 1975 : 

In para 13 of the election petition it is alleged that the 
respondent no. 1 and her election agent incurred an expen- 
diture much beyond the prescribed limit of Rs. 35,00[- and 
thereby committed a corrupt practice under section 123(6) 
of the Representation of the People Act. The petitioner has 
also given some items of expenditure alleged to have been in- 
curred by the respondent no. 1 and her election agent but 
not shown in the return of election expenses. They are as 
follows : — • 

( 1 ) The hiring charges of vehicles 

specified in para 13 (J) . Over Rs. 1,28,700/- 

(2) Cost of petrol & diesel for the 
vehicles specified in para 13 

(1) ' OverRs. 43,230/- 

(3) Payments made to the drivers 
of the vehicles specified in 

para 13 (1) Over Rs. 9,900/- 

(4) Repairing & servicing charges 
the vehicles specified in para 

13(1) of the petition. . , OverRs. 5,000/- 

(5) Payments made to the work- 
ers engaged for the purpose 

of election propaganda , Rs. 6,600/- 

(6) Expenses on the erection ol' 
polling camps near the pol- 
ling stations on the polling 

days .... 10,000/- 

(7) Expenses on the erection of 
rostrums for the public 
meetings addressed by the 
respondent no. 1 in the cons- 
tituency on 1st February and 

25th February 1971 . . Rs. 1,32,000/- 

(8) Expenses on arrangemenl of 

loud speakars for the various 
flection meetings of respond- 
anfs no. 1 addressed on 1st of 
February and 25th of Feb- 
ruary, 1971 . . . Rs. 7,000/- 

(9) Expenses on respondant no. 

J s transport by Air Force 
planes and helicopters for 
addressing election meetings 
on 1st of February 1971 and 
25th of February 1971 

(10) Expenses on barricading of 
the routes to the places 
of the election meetings 
addressed by the respondant 
no. 1 on 1st of February 1971 
& 25tb Febiuary, 1971 

(1J) Expenses on T. A. & D. A. 
paid to the members of the 
Police Force posted along 
the ruote up the place of ele- 
ction mcatings ofrespondant 
no. 1 on 1-2-1971 and 
25-2-1971 .... Rs. 1,40,000/- 

(12) Expenses on motor transport 
for the conveyance of respond - 
ant no. 1 and her party to 
the placo of her election 
meetings on 1st of February 
1971 and -25th of February 
1971 . . . . Over Rs. 2,000/- 

The reply of the respondent no. 1 to the above allegation 
is contained in para 17 of her written statement, wherein she 
denied that any of the alleged expenditure was incurred by 
her or her election agent. In regard to the item mentioned at 
serial no, 1 above, she said that some vehicles were used by 
the District Congress Committee for doing work of the 
Indian National Congress (R) in the three parliamentary con- 
stituencies, and that hiring charges thereof, if any, were also 


Rs. 1,68,000/- 


Rs, 2,00,000/- 
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paid by the District Congress Committee, out of its own 
party funds. The registration nos. of vehicles alleged to have 
been so used by the Dis'net Congress Committee are men- 
tioned in para 17(b) of the written statement. In regard to the 
items of cxcpcnditurc mentioned at serial nos. 2, 3 and 4 
above, the respondent pleaded that the expenditure in that 
connection, if any, must have been incurred by the District 
Congress Committee and that, in any case, she or her elec- 
tion agent did not incur any expenditure in that connection. 
With regard to the item of expenditure mentioned at serial no. 
5, the respondent no, 1 pleaded that all the workers who 
participated in the election were members and oflice-beareis 
of the party and that they did the work voluntaiily and 
not for any remuneration, With regard to the item of expen- 
diture mentioned at serial no ft, the respondent no. f said 
that the polling camps, wherever they were established, were 
arranged by the District Congress Committee or the Mandat 
Congress Commitee, and that at most of the places local 
workers brought daris, jajims etc. to spread them under some 
shady tree near the polling stations. The respondent added 
that no expenditure was incurred by her, or by her election 
agent in that connection and that the expenditure, wherever 
it was necessary, was incurred by the District Congress Com- 
mittee. Referring to the item of expenditure mentioned at 
serial no. 7, she pleaded (hut the rostrums were constructed 
under the direction of the State Government and that the 
bills for the same, in accordance with Government notifica- 
tions, were either paid or shall be paid by the Pradesh Cong- 
ress Committee. She added that no expenditure in that con- 
nection was incurred by her or by her election agent. Refer- 
ring to the expenses mentioned at serial no. 8, the respon- 
dent no. 1 pleaded that the arrangement of loudspeakers was 
made by the District Congress Committee of Rae Bareli 
and that the bills were paid by them out of their own funds. 
She denied any amount having been paid by her or by her 
election agent in that connection. Referring to the item of ex- 
penditure mentioned at serial no. 9, the respondent no. 1 
leaded that the charges for the air journeys made by her 
ad either been paid or shall be paid by the All India Cong- 
ress Committee. In regard to the item of expenditure men- 
tioned at serial no. 10, the respondent no. 1 pleaded that the 
entire arrangements in that connection were made voluntarily 
by the State Government at their own initiative as a part of 
their duty and the expenses were also borne by them. It was 
added that in any event she or her election agent did not 
incur any expenditure in that connection. 

The petitioner did not adduce any evidence in order to 
prove that any of the expenditures alleged by him in para 13 
and its sub-paras were actually incurved by the respondent 
no. 1 or her election agent. The petitioner’s stand was that, 
on the own admission of respondent no. 1, expenditure on 
most of the items alleged by him was incurred by the poli- 
tical party to which she belonged, and that those expenses 
are liable to be added to the election expenses of the respon- 
dent no. 1, in view of the decision of the Supreme Court in the 
case Kanwar Lai Gupta v. Amur Nath Chawla (A.I.R. 1975 
Supreme Court 308). After taking into consideration various 
aspects of the matter, the Supreme Court in the aforesaid 
case summed up its conclusion thus (on page 316 Col. 1) : — 

“When the political party sponsoring a candidate incurs 
expenditure in connection with his election, as dis- 
tinguished from expenditure on general party 
propaganda, and the candidate not only lakes ad- 
vantage of it or participates in the programme or 
activiity or fails to disavow the expenditure or con- 
sent to it or acquiesces in it, it would he reasonable 
to infer, save in special circumstances, that he 
impliedly authorised the political party to incur such 
expenditure and he cannot escape the rigor of th* 
celling by saying that he has not incurred the ex- 
penditure, but his political party has done so.". 

Further on (at 316, Col, 2) it was again said 

“In the first place, a political party is fres to incur any 
expenditure it likes on its general party propaganda 
though, of course, in this area also some limitative 
ceiling is eminently desirable coupled with filing of 
return of expenses and an independent machinery 
to investigate and take action. It is only where 
expenditure is incurred which can be identified with 
the election of a candidate that it would be liable to 
be added to the expenditure of that candidate as 
being impliedly authorised by him.”. 
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Relying on the above case, learned counsel for the petitioner 
urged that such items of expenditure as may, in the present 
case, be found to have been incurred by the Congress )R), 
eilher through the D.C C. or the P.C.C. or the A.I.C.C., 
must be added to the election expenses of the respondent no. 
1 as shown in the return (F.xh. 5). learned counsel further 
urged that if it is found that the total exceeds the prescrib- 
ed limit of Rs. 35,000, the election of the respondent no 
1 should be sel aside. 


In order to undo the effect of the decision of the Supreme 
Court in the case Kanwar Lai Gupta v. Amar Nath Chawla 
(Supra) the Representation of the People (Amendment) 
Ordinance, 1947 was promulgated by the President, which 
was late 1 .” replaced by the Representation of the People 
(Amendment) Act, 1974, hereafter to be called the Amend- 
ing Act. Two Explanations have been added to section 77 
of the Representation of the People Act. Explanation I reads 
as follows: — 

“Notwithstanding any judgment, order or decision of 
any Court to the contrary, any expendituce incurred 
or authorised in connection with the election of a 
candidate by a political party or by any othet asso- 
ciation or body of persons or by any individual 
(other than the candidate or his election agent) 
shall not be deemed to be and shall not ever be 
deemed to have been, expenditure in connection 
with the election incurred or authorised by the 
candidate or by his election agent, for the purposes 
of this sub-section : 

Provided that nothing contained in this Explanation shall 
affect : — 

(a) any judgment, order or decision of the Supreme 
Court whereby the election of a candidate to the 
House of the People or to the Legislative Assembly 
of a State has been declared void or set aside be- 
fore the commencement of the Representation of the 
People (Amendment) Ordinance, 1974 (13) of 

1974 


(b) any judgment, order or decision of a High Court 
whereby the election of any such candidate has been 
declared void or set aside before the commencement 
of the said Ordinance if no appeal has been pre- 
ferred to the Supreme Court against such judgment, 
order or decision of the High Court before such 
commencement and the period of limitation for fil- 
ing such appeal has expired before such commence- 
ment.” 


The petitioner felt that the Amending Act was constitu- 
tionally void. Entertaining some doubt on the point whether 
the constitutionality of the Amending Act could be challeng- 
ed in the proceedings under the election petition, the peti- 
tioner filed Writ Petition No. 3761 of 1975, impleading the 
Union of India and Smt. Indira Nehru Gandhi (respondent 
No. 1 of the election petition) as the respondents, Jn the 
writ petition the petitioner first reproduced para 13 of the 
election petition which contained allegations regarding the 
undisclosed expenditure incurred by the respondent no. 1. 
The petitioner then reproduced para 17 of the written state- 
ment of the respondent no. 1 in extenso, which contained 
a reply to the allegations contained in para 13 of the election 
petition. The petitioner then proceeded to give a brief resume 
of the proceedings in the election petition and then said in 
para 16 that from the admissions made by the respondent 
no, 1 (of the election petition) and the documentary evi- 
dence it was apparent that the respondent no, 1. the 
State Government and the ruling Congress Party together 
incurred an expenditure well beyond the permissible limit 
of Rs. 35,000/- and that the entire expenditure was incurred 
in connection with the election of respondent no. 1. Re- 
ference has thereafter been made to the decision of the 
Supreme Court in tile case of Kanwar Lai Gupta v. Amar 
Nath Chawla (supra) to the Amending Ordinance and to the 
Amending Act. The relevant provision of the Amending 
Act has been reproduced in the petition. Thereafter the 
petitioner has alleged the grounds on which he challenged 
the constitutional validity of the Amending Act and prayed 
for the following reliefs : — 
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(i) That the Representation of the People (Amending) 
Ordinance, 1974 (no, 13 of 1974) and (he Rcpie- 
sentation of the People (AmendinK) Act, 1974 
(no, 58 of 1974) be declared unconstitutional and 
void. 

(ii) That a unit, direction or order be issued resit din- 
ing the respondent no. 1 from placing anv reliances 
on the alleged Ordinance and the Act aforesaid. 

Counter affidavits have been, filed on behalf of both the 
respondents in the wi it petition maintaining that the Amend- 
ment Act was constitutionally valid. I he learned Attorney 
General appeared on behalf of the Union of India to suppoit 
the constitutional validity theieof. 

in case State of Bibai v, Haidutta Mills (A.T.R. I960 
Supreme Court 378) it was observed 

“In case where the vires of the statutory provisions are 
challenged on constitutional grounds, it is essential 
that the matciial facts should first be claiificd and 
ascertained with a view to deteimine whether the 
impugned piovisions are attracted, if they are. the 
constitutional challenge to its validity must be 
examined and decided. 

If, however, the facts admitted .or proved do not 
attract the impugned provisions, there is no occasion 
to decide the issue about the vires of the said pro- 
visions. Any decisions on the said question would 
in such a case be purely academic. Courts arc 
and should he reluctant to decide _ constitutional 
points merely as matters of academic importance.” 

In the case Barsi Municipality v. Lokmanva Mills (A.T.R. 
1973 Supreme Couit 1021) the Supreme Court observed : — 

“It is a wise tradition with courts not to decide a 
constitutional question jf the case can be disposed 
of on other grounds." 

\ 

In the above view of ihe mailer, it will be desirable 
hist to considei the petitioner's case on the point of ex- 
penses, assuming that the Amendment Act docs not exist 
and accepting the interpretation of section 77 of the Repre- 
sentation of the People Act as made by the Supieme Court 
in the case of Kanwar Lai Gupta v, Amar Nath Chawla 
(supra). In case it is found, after examining the petitioner’s 
case in that manner, thut the expenses incurred by the Cong- 
ress (R) in connection with the election of the tespondent 
no. 1, together with the expenses shown by the respondent 
no. 1 in her lcluin (F.xh. 5), exceed the picscribcd limit 
of Rs. 35,000/-, it will he further nccessaiy to examine 
Ihe contentions raised on cither side about the constitutional 
validity of the Amending Act. The point whether the ex- 
penditure incurred by the State Government, independently 
of the respondent and the Congress (R), should or should 
not be added to the expenses of the candidate shall also 
have to be considered at the same time. If it is found that 
the expenditure incurred by the Congress Patty in connection 
with the election of the respondent no. 1, together with the 
election expenses shown by her in the return (Fxh. 5) do 
not exceed the prescribed limit, there will be no occasion 
to consider the constitutional validity of the Amendment 
Act. 

Before I proceed to examine each item of expenditure 
alleged by the petitioner, it will he necessary lo take notice 
of the legal position regarding the burden of proof, ft 'has 
been consistently held that u charge of corrupt practice is 
substantially akin to a criminal charge and the standard of 
proof therefore is the same as in a criminal trial. A grave 
and heavy onus, therefore, rests on the accuser to establish 
each and every ingredient of the chaiee by clcai, unequivocal 
and unimpeachable evidence beyond reasonable doubt. A 
charge of corrupt practice cannot be established by a mere 
balance of probabilities and, if, after giving due consideration 
to the totality of the evidence and circumstances of the case, 
the mind of the Court suffers with reasonable doubt, it must 
be held that the charge is not proved. See Rnzik Ram v. 
J. S. Chauhan (AIR. 1975 Supreme Court 667, paras 15 
and 16), Rahim Khan v. Khurshid Ahmad (A.T.R. 1975 
Supreme Court 290), Maghrai Patodia v. R, K. Biiln (A.I.R. 


1971 Supreme Court 1295, Mohan Singh v, Dhanwari Lai 
(A.IR, 1964 Supieme Court 1366, paia 12) and Jagdish 
Singh v Pmtap Singh (A.I.R. 1965 Supreme Court 183). 

Having thus noticed the legal position about the burden 
of proof. I now piocccd to consider each item of expenditure, 
which according lo the stand now taken by the petitioner 
was incurred either by Congress Party or the Government in 
connection with election of respondent no. 1. 

1. Hiiing charges of Vehicles. 

According to the petitioner, 32 vehicles, registration nos. 
whereof have been ■ specified, had been hired and used for 
the purpose of election propaganda for the respondent no. 1 
and an expenditure of over Rs. 1,28,700/- was inclined in 
lhat connection, As already stated earlier, the respondent 
no. 1 denied this allegation bill added that 23 vehicles (regis- 
tration nos. whereof are specified in para 17(b) of the 
wiitfen statement) were so used by the District ConRrpss 
Committee, Rae Bareili, for election work of the Indian 
National Congress (R) in the Ihrec parliamentary constitu- 
encies viz, Rac Bareili, Amethi (situate in district Sultanpur 
and partly in district Rae Bareili) and Ram Sanehi Ghat 
(situate in district Barabanki and partly in the district of 
Rae Bareli). Tt was further pleaded by the respondent no. 1 
that the hiring charges of those vehicles, if any, were paid 
by the District Congress Committee out of its own party 
fund as they were engaged for the party work by the 
Distiict Congress Committee. 

The petitioner did not lead any evidence to prove that 
the 32 vehicles specified in the election petition were either 
hired or engaged by or on behalf of the respondent no. 1 
for election woik. The petitioner has relied on the admission 
made by the respondent no. 1 in the written statement and 
it was urged on his behalf of that the expenses incurred 
over hiiing the 23 vehicles mentioned in the written statement 
of the lespondent no, 1 ate liable to he added to the election 
expenses of the tespondent no. 1. Before however, it is done 
the petitioner must prove two things : — 

(i) That the 23 vehicles referred to in para 17(b) of 
the written statement had been taken on hire ; 

and 

(ii) That those 23 vehicles had been used in connection 
with the election of the lespondent no. 1 and not 
for the general party propaganda. 

Taking up point no. (1) above, it cannot be ignored that 
in view of the position held by the respondent no. 1. theie 
could be no dearth of people who could ofler their vehicles, 
without charges anything, for election work within the con- 
stituency of respondent no. 1. It has not been admitted by 
the respondent no. I in the written statement that the 23 
vehicles refci red to by her had been obtained by the Dis- 
trict Congress Committee on hire. All lhat has been pleaded 
is that they had been engaged or used by the District Cong- 
icss Committee for the purposes of the election. While 
teferring to the hire charges, the respondent no. 1 qualified 
hei statement in the written stutement bv saying that such 
charges. If any, weic paid by the District Congress Com- 
mittee. There is thus nothing in the wiitten statement of 
the respondent no. 1 on which the petitioner may rely in 
order to contend that all the 23 vehicles referred to in 
the written statement had been obtained on hire, and that 
no vehicle was obtained gratis. The respondent no. 1 had 
disclosed the registration numbers of the vehicles in the 
written statement and, consequently, it cannot be successfully 
contended that it was impossible for him to adduce any evi- 
dence on the point whether the vehicles were obtained on 
hire or they, or any of them, were obtained gratis. Once 
the petitioner was in possession of the registration numbers 
of the vehicles, he could find out the names of the owner 
thereof from the Regional Transport Office concerned and he 
could examine at least some of them in order to prove 
whether the vehicles had been obtained on hire or gratis. 
The petitioner has not done so nor has he offered anv ex- 
planation for that omission. 

The petitioner had also to prove as to what was the rate of 
the hire charges for which the vehicles had been obtained 
and for what period they had been obtained. The petitioner 
could conveniently prove that fact also by examining the 
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owners of the vehicles referred to by the respondent no. 1 
in her written statement. The petitioner could even examine 
some other persona before whom the settlement between 
the owners of the vehicles and the representative of the 
District Congress Committee may have been reached regard- 
ing the rate of hire and the period for which the vehices 
were obtained. Needless to say that no evidence has been 
adduced by the petitioner to prove the aforesaid fact. 

Taking up the second point, it has been observed in the 
case of Ktmwar Lai Gupta v. Amar Nath Chawla (supra) 
that expenditure incurred by the political party sponsoring a 
candidate shall be liable to be added to the expenses of 
the candidate only if it is incurred in connection with the 
election of the candidate as distinguished from the expenditure 
on general party propaganda. It was clearly stated that a 
political party is free to incur any expenditure it likes on 
its general party propaganda. It was, therefore, necessary for 
the petitioner to prove that the 23 vehicles referred to in 
para 17(b) of the written statement were used in connection 
with the election of the respondent and not on general party 
propaganda. It is admitted on both hands that part of 
Amethi constituency and part of Ram Sanehi Ghat consti- 
tuency also fall within the district of Rae Bareli. It is. there- 
fore, not impossible that the vehicles were used for the 
general party propaganda for the benefit of the three can- 
didates, without the propaganda being particularly connected 
with the respondent no. 1. Obviously, a number of persona 
within the constituency would have seen the vehicles ope- 
rating during the period of election, ft was, therefore, not 
impossible for the petitioner to examine a couple of witnesses 
to indicate to the Court as to whether the vehicles were used 
only for party propaganda or they, or any of them, were used 
in connection with the election of the respondent no. 1. The 
petitioner, however, did not examine any witness to throw 
any light on that point, nor has he offered any explanation 
in that connection. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner referred me to the docu- 
ments (Exhs, A- 10, A-42 and A-43) In order to contend on 
the basis thereof that the 23 vehicles referred by the respon- 
dent no. 1 in her written statement were actually engaged 
and used In connection with her election. Exh. A- 10 is the 
copy of the letter dated 23rd February, 1971 sent by Dal 
Bahadur Singh, President, District Congress Committee, Rae 
Bareli, to the District Election Officer, Rae Bareli, intimating 
tht the 23 vehicles specified in that letter had been engaged 
by the District Congress Committee for election work in 
Rae Bareli, Amethi and Ram Sanehi Ghat constituencies. 
It was prayed that the vehicles may be derequisitioned. It 
appears that this letter failed to achieve its purpose. Sri Dal 
Bahadur Singh, therefore, scribbled out a note for Sri Yashpal 
Kapur (R.W, 32), on the original letter. This note is Exh. 
A-43. Thiough this note Sri Dal Bahadur Singh requested 
Sri Yashpal Kapur to send a letter to the District Election 
Officer on the lines of his letter (Exh. A-10), requesting him 
that, since the vehicles specified in his letter had been en- 
aged by the District Congress Committee, the same may 
e derequisitioned. Tt was also mentioned in this note that 
Sri Dal Bahadur Singh had tried to contact the candidates 
from the other two constituencies, namely Amethi and Ram 
Sanehi Ghat, but they were not available. Exh. A-42 is the 
letter sent by Sri Yashpal Kapur to the district Election 
Officer, repeating the prayer that was contained in the letter 
dated 23rd February, 1971 (Exh. A-10) sent by Sri Dal 
Bahadur Singh. The registration numbers of the vehicles 
were specified in the letter and it was urged that since the 
vehicles had been engaged by the District Congress Com- 
mittee for election work in Rae Bareli. Amethi and Ram 
Sanehi Ghat constituencies, they may be derequisitioned. 
Learned counsel then referred me to section 160 of the 
Representation of the People Act, Clause (bj of sub-sec. (1) 
thereof confers power on the State Government to requisition 
any vehicle, vessel etc. needed in the election for the pur- 
poses specified therein. The oroviso appended to sub-sec. (1) 
states that no vehicle, vessel or animal which is being law- 
fully used by a candidate or his agent for any purpose con- 
nected with the eletcion of such candidate shall be requisi- 
tioned under this sub-section until the completion of the 
poll at such election. Learned counsel for the petitioner 
stressed that in view of the provision contained in section 160 
of the Representation of the People Act vehicles derequisi- 
tioned by the Government under sub-section (1) of section 
160 could be released onlv on the ground that they were 
engaged and were beinc used bv a particular candidate. 
It was urged that since Sri Yashnal Kapur, election agent of 
respondent no. 1, moved the District Election Officer for the 
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release of the vehicles, it should be inferred that the vehicles 
were engaged and were being used in connection with the 
election of respondent no. 1. The argument superficially 
looking appears to be quite attractive, blit it does not bear 
but a careful scrutiny. As already stated, Sri Dal Bahadur 
Singh first wrote a letter to the District Election Officer for 
the release of the vehicles. It was expressly stated in that 
letter that the vehicles had been engaged by the District 
Congress Committee for the election work in he three par- 
liamentary constituencies falling within the district of Rae 
Bareli and consequently they may be released. The implied 
mandate in section 160, however, was that the vehicles re- 
quisitioned by the State Government under sub-section (1) 
thereof could not be de-requlsitioned unless it was shown 
that they had been engaged or were being used by any can- 
didate. Sri Dal Bahadur Singh had, therefore, no option but 
to request Sri Yashpal Kapur to send a letter to the District 
Election Officer in his name for the release of the vehicles. 
It cannot be lost sight of that even in his note (Exh. A-43) 
to Sri Yashpal Kapur, Sri Dal Bahadur expressly stated that 
the vehicles had been engaged by the District Congress Com- 
mittee. Towards the end of the letter it is mentioned : 

“Aap se nivedan hai ki zila nirvachan adhikari ko ukta 
patra avashya likh dewen taaki teeno Lok Sabha 
Kshettra ka karyn chunao jo ki zila congress com- 
mittee ki ore se chal raha hai thap na ho jave.” 

As to why this request was made to Sri Yashpal Kapur 
only is also explained by the note (Exh. ’A-43), for, it states 
that efforts had been made ,to contact the candidates of the 
other two constituencies but it could not be possible and 
hence the request was made to Sri Yashpal Kapur. A perusal 
of the letter (Exh A-42) sent by Sri Yashpal Kapur, to the 
District Election Officer would reveal that it was explicitly 
stated in that letter as well that the 23 vehicles mentioned in 
that letter had been engaged by the District Congress Com- 
mitee for election work in Rae Bareli, Amethi and Ram 
Sanehi Ghat constituencies. It was not mentioned even by 
implication that the vehicles had been engaged in connection 
with the election of the respondent no. 1. Sri Yashpal Kapur 
(R. W. 32) was cross-examined on this point and he said that 
the vehicles specified in the list accompanying Exh. A-42 were 
used in the three parliamentary constituencies by the District 
Congress Committee. He was not confronted by the provi- 
sion contained in section 160 of the Representation of the 
People Act and was not questioned specifically as to why did 
he write a letter to the District Election Officer for release 
of vehicles if they had not been engaged and were not being 
used in connection with the election work of the respondent 
no. 1. I do not think the documents Exhs. A-10. A-42 and 
A-43 can constitute a safe basis for concluding that the 23 
\ehiclcs had been engaged or used in connection with the 
election of the respondent no. 1. I concede that the letter 
Exh, A-42, sent by Sri Yashpal Kapur to the District Elec- 
tion Officer for release of vehicles, raises a suspicion that 
ihose vehicles or most of them were possibly used in connec- 
tion with the election of the respondent no. 1, This is all 
the more so because according to Sri Yashpal Kapur, he had 
only one vehicle for his exclusive use. No other vehicle, ac- 
cording to him, was exclusively used in connection with the 
election of respondent no. 1. Tt indeed does not appear very 
credible that, for a candidate like the respondent no. 1, only 
one vehicle would have been used exclusively for her elec- 
tion work. All the same the fact remain sthat suspicion, how- 
roe ver strong it may be, cannot take the place of proof, I 
accordingly refuse to infer on the basis of the aforesaid three 
documents that the 23 vehicles mentioned in the letters 
(Exh. A-10 and Exh. A-42) were used in connection with the 
election work of the respondent no, 1. 


Learned counsel for the petitioner next urged that the best 
wav for the petitioner to prove as to how manv vehicles 
were hired by the District Congress Committee in connec- 
tion with the election work and for what amount, was to 
summon the election expenses of the District Congress Com- 
mittee, T earned counsel pointed out that with that end In 
view, the petitioner summoned Mohan Lai Trinathi (P. W. 
59) along with the election expenses and Sri Tripathi has 
filed a register (marked as no. 1) containing a statement of 
expenses. Learned counsel for the petitioner urged that help 
can be obtained from the entries contained in that register 
about the amount spent by the District Congress Committee 
over the vehicles used for election work. It will, therefore, 
be necessary to refer to the evidence of Sri Mohan Lai 
Tripathi (P. W. 59), 
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Sri Mohan Lai Tripathi (P. W. 59) is the existing Genera! 
Secretary of the District Congress Committee ,Rne Bareli 
He filed two registers and, for the sake of easy reference 
only, they were marked as Register No. 1 and Register No. 2. 
The Register No. 1, according to Sri Mohan Lai Tripathi, 
contains entries relating to the expenditure incurred in 
connection with the election in all the three parliamentary 
constituencies within the district of Rae Bareli. Sri Mohan 
Lai Tripathi, however, further on showed a negative attitude 
in the witness box in order to prevent the entries contained 
in the register being proved according to law. He said that 
since the register was five years’ old, he could not say who 
had made the entries. It was then put to him whether the 
entries were in the hand of Sri Gaya Prasad Shukla and he 
said that even though he had seen Gaya Prasad Shukla writ- 
ing, he could not say whether the entries in the register were 
in his hand, The register No. 1 contains initials of some 
person at two different places in lieu of the entries having 
been checked. The witness was, therefore, asked whether he 
could identify those . initials and he said that he could not. 
Sri Mohan Lai Tripathi thus neither himself proved the 
entries in the register nor did he provide any information to 
enable the petitioner or the Court to summon some other 
person for proving those entries. 

At the time of argument learned counsel for the res- 
pondent no, 1 moved on application admitting four of the 
credit entries in the Register No. 1 and for getting them 
marked as exhibits. Learned counsel for the petitioner urged 
that since four of the entries have already been admilted by 
the respondent no. 1, ir should be assumed that the respon- 
dent no. 1 has accepted the correctness of the entries and, 
consequently, there should be no hurdle In the way of the 
enter entries being taken into consideration. I am unable to 
accept this argument. Register No. 1, technically speaking, 
is not the document of respondent no. 1. It was produced in 
Court at the instance of the petitioner as petitioner's docu- 
ment. It was open to the respondent no. 1 to admit it in 
part, and that is what the respondent no. 1 has done by 
petting four of the entries therein exhibited. On that account 
it cannot be said that all the entries in the regiser stand 
proved. 

Since the register containing the four entries admitted by 
the respondent no. 1 is not proved, no help can be taken by 
the petitioner from that register in order to prove the ex- 
penditure incurred by the District Congress Committee on 
the hiring of the vehicles in question. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner also urged that the 
respondent no. 1 did not file in Court the original account 
of election expenses. It was further urged that on the own 
admission of Sri Yashpal Kapur the account was maintained 
by Sri Gaya Prasad Shukla, and Sri Dal Bahadur Singh was 
overall in charge of election work, but the respondent no. 1 
withheld those witnesses, even though they had been sum- 
moned to give evidence. According to learned counsel for 
the petitioner, this circumstance should lead to an inference 
being drawn against the respondent no. 1, and the inference 
would be that the vehicles specified in para 17(b) of the 
written statement, as also in the letters Exh. A- 10 and A-42, 
had been obtained on hire in connection with the election 
work and were used in connection with the election of the 
respondent no. 1.1 am afraid I cannot agree with this con- 
tention. It was necessary for the petitioner first to discharge 
the primary burden that lay on him. He should have adduced 
evidence by examining the owners or the drivers of some of 
the vehicles alleged to have been obtained on hire and should 
have further adduced evidence to show that the vehicles were 
used in connection with the election of the respondent no. 1 
and not for parly propaganda. Without discharging that initial 
burden of proof, the petitioner cannot ask the Court to draw 
an inference against the respondent no. 1 on the ground that 
the expenses contained in register no. 1 were not admitted 
by her and that Gaya Prasad Shukla and Dal Bahadur Singh, 
who played prominent role in the election, were summoned 
and yet not examined. 

1, therefore, conclude that the petitioner has failed to prove 
that any expenditure was incurred either by the respondent 
no. 1 or by the District Congress Committee in obtaining 
any vehicles for doing work in connection with the respon- 
dent no. l's election. 

2. Cosl of Petrol and Diesel used by the vehicles specified 
in Para 13(1) of the petition. 
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According to the petition, petrol and diesel costing 
R», 43,230 was used by those vehicles. I have, however, 
already held that the petitioner has failed to prove Mat the 
vehicles in questions were used in connection with the elec- 
tion of the respondent no, 1 and that the possibility of the 
vehicles having been used only for party propaganda in all 
the three constituencies cannot be excluded. According to the 
observations made by the Supreme Court in the case of 
Kanwar Lai Gupta v. Araar Nath Chawla (A.I.R. 1975 

Supreme Court 308), on which reliance is placed by the peti 
tioner, a political party can incur any expenditure on the 
party work and that expenditure cannot be added to the 
election expenses of the candidate sponsored by that party, 
unless it is shown that the expenditure had been incurred in 
connection with the election of the candidate inasmuch as 
the candidate took advantage of it or participated therein. 
As also stated earlier, not an lota of evidence has been led 
by the petitioner in order to show what propaganda was being 
done from those vehicles or for what purpose those vehicles 
were used. The respondent no. 1 of course did not ; visit the 
constituency except twice. It is not even suggested lhat the 
respondent no. 1 personally participated in the propaganda 
that was being done from those vehicles or that the res- 
ondent no, 1 utilised those vehicles in any other manner, 
ri Yashpal Kapur was the election agent of the respondent 
no. 1 and there is no evidence even to show that Sri Yashpal 
Kapur in any manner participated in the propaganda that 
was being done from those vehicles or that he made use 
of any of those vehicles in any other manner for the pur- 
poses of the election. The election campaign continued for a 
fairly long time and people must have seen how and in what 
manner those vehicles were being used. Even if it was not 
possible for the petitioner to give evidence in regard to 
each of the 23 vehicles, evidence could be given at least In 
regard to some of them. This has not been done, Nor is 
there any explanation for that omission. There can be no 
presumption in the circumstances of the case to the effect 
that the vehicles were actually used in connection with the 
election of the respondent no. 1. Consequently any expendi- 
ture incurred over purchase of petrol for those vehicles 
cannot be added to the election expenses of the respondent 
no. 1. 

3 Payments made to the drivers of the vehicles specified in 
Para 13(1) of the Petition. 

As already stated earlier, the petitioner alleged in the 
election petition that 32 vehicles had been hired and engaged 
by the respondent no. 1 but he adduced no evidence to 
prove it. The stand taken by him was that the expenditure 
incurred by the District Congress Committee on the vehicles 
hired by it should be added to the eleclion expenses of the 
respondent no. 1. According to the respondent no. 1, only 
23 vehicles had been hired by the Disirict Congress Com- 
mittee and, according to the stand taken by the petitioner 
at the time of argument, the expenditure incurred in making 
payments to the drivers of the said 23 vehicles is in anv case 
liable to be added to the election expenses of the respondent 
no. 1. 

While considering the first item of expenditure, I have 
already held that it is not proved that the said vehicles were 
in any manner used in connection with the election of the 
respondent no. 1 and that the possibility of those vehicles 
having been used solely for party work during the election 
cannot be excluded. In that view of the matter, any expen- 
diture incurred in making payments to I he drivers of those 
vehicles can by no means be added to the election expenses 
of the respondent no. 1. 

4 . Repairing and Servicing charges of the vehicles referred 
to above. 

In view of my conclusion earlier that there is no evidence 
to prove that the said vehicles were used in connection with 
Ihq election of ihe respondent no. 1, any amount spent over 
the repairing and servicing of those vehicles cannot be added 
to the election expenses of the respondent no. 1. It is need- 
less to dilate any further on this point, 

5. Payments made to the workers engaged for the purpose 
of election progagandn. 

According to the allegations contained in the petition, a 
sum of Rs. 6,600 was spent in making payments to the 
workers engaged for the purpose of election propaganda. The 
allegation is of a bald nature. It docs not disclose as to what 
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was the approximate number of workers engaged and at what 
rate they had been engaged. If the petitioner knew that a 
large number of persons were engaged by the respondent 
no. 1 or his election agent on payment for doing election 
work, it should not have been impossible for the petitioner 
to disclose a few names out of those worker* or to give 
some idea about the number of workers. This has not been 
done. When Sri Yashpal Kapur (R. W. 32) was cross- 
examined on this point, he denied that any workers had been 
engaged on payment for doing election work. 'According to 
him, people worked voluntarily for the respondent no. 1. 
There being no evidence to the contrary, the statement made 
by Sri Yushpal Kapur cannot reasonably be discarded. 

I accordingly find that the petitioner has failed to prov* 
camps near the polling stations on the polling days. 

h. Expenses of the erection of respondent no. l's polling 

camps near the polling stations on the polling days. 

According to the allegations in the petition, a sum of 
Rs. 10,000 had been spent in erection of polling camps. It 
is, however, not alleged in the petition as to at what polling 
stations the respondent no. 1 had erected polling camps of 
the nature which could cost any substantial expenditure. The 
allegation is, therefore, of a wholly bald nature, The 
workers of the petitioner must have been present at all the 
polling stations and there appears no reason why the petitioner 
could not furnish some evidence to indicate as to what was 
the nature of the polling camps erected on behalf of the 
respondent No. 1 at those polling stations so that the Court 
could make any assessment of the expenditure incurred in 
that connection, if at all, Sri Yashpal Kapur, cross-examined 
on that point, said that he took round of quite a large number 
of polling stations on the polling days and at many of the 
oiling stations there were no shamiyanas or 
anats but daris and jajims alone had been spread, which 
had been brought by the local people. He further said that 
at some polling stations shamiyanas and kanats were there, 
but they too were arranged by the pocal people. Questioned 
further, he said that he could not say if the District Congress 
Committee arranged for the shamiyanas and kanats in the 
city, but so far as rural area was concerned, the arrange- 
ment was made by the local people only. 

The -result, therefore, is that on the evidence, as it exists 
on record, it is impossible to cull out as to what was the 
nature of the polling camps erected on behalf of the res- 
pondent No. 1 at the various polling stations. If shamiyanas 
and kanats had actually been used in erecting the polling 
camps at any polling station, at how many of the polling 
stations such arrangement was done. Assuming for a moment 
that even if the District Congress Committee spent any money 
over the erection of polling camps, that expenditure is liable 
to be added to the election expenses of the respondent No. 1, 
being in a way connected with her election, there should be 
some evidence to show the nature thereof and further the 
fact as to at how many polling stations it was done. Unless 
this information is provided it would be pure speculation to 
form any idea about the number of the polling camps, the 
nature thereof and the expenditure incurred on the erection 
thereof. Such speculation to my mind is not permissible. I 
accordingly that the petitioner has failed to prove the ex- 
penditure alleged to have been incurred over erection of 
polling camps. Id 


event of any disturbance, and this can lead to greater trouble. 
It is, therefore, for controlling of the crowdB that the Gov- 
ernment breaks up the place of the meetings into segments 
by putting up barricades. Setting up of barricades does not 
facilitate in the Prime Minister delivering a speech. The 
Prime Minister can do so even without it. 

It is thus apparent that the barricades had been set up by 
tbe Government at its own expense in discharge of its normal 
duty. Consequently that expenditure cannot be added to the 
election expenses of the respondent No. 1. 

This takes me to the expenditure over construction of 
rostrums. It cannot be denied that the rostrums had been 
consructed by the Government for the use of the respondent 
so that she could deliver speeches to the audiences in her 
meetings from a commanding position and in an effective 
manner. The question, however, is whether the expenditure 
incurred by the Stale Government would fall under section 
77, even according to the interpretation put on that section 
in the case of Kanwar Lai Gupta, v. Amar Nath Chawla 
(Supra). After the decision in that case, there is no doubt 
that expenditure incurred by a political party in connection 
with the election of a candidate sponsored by it, as well as 
the expenditure incurred by friend# and admires of that can- 
didate should be added to the election expenses ol tnat can- 
didate. This is so in order that a candidate may not circum- 
vent the ceiling imposed by section 77 of the Act, by asking 
his political party or his friends and admires to do what he 
himself cannot do. The Government seldom incursany ex- 
penditure in connection with the election of any candidate. 
It does not, therefore, appear that the Legislature, while 
enacting section 77 of the Act, intended to include therein- 
expenses incurred by he Government as well. Assuming, 
however, that the expenditure Incurred by the .State Govern- 
ment in connection with the construction of rostrums is liable 
to be added to the expenses of the respondent No. 1, in 
view of the fact that the rostrums were constructed as a 
result of the tour programme# sent fro mthe office of the res- 
pondent No. 1 and she latter made use of those rostrums and 
did not disavow them, the total expenditure incurred by the 
State Government in that connection comes to Rs. 16,000. It 
may be appropriate to clarify the position further in this 
connection. The respondent no. 1 attended 5 meetings on the 
occasion of her visit on 1st of February 1971. One of those 
meetings was addressed at Buchchrawan, which does not fall 
within the constituency of Rae Bareli. Thus only four meet- 
ings at which rostrums were constructed were addressed by 
the respondent no. 1 in her constituency on 1st of Feb- 
ruary 1971. According to letter (Exh. 158) a sum of 
Rs. 1600 was spent on construction of each of those rostrums. 
The total cost# of the four rostrums thus comes to Rs. 6,400. 
According to letter Exh. 201, rostrums had been constructed 
for 6 meetings addressed by the respondent no. 1 on 25th of 
February 1971. According to letter Exh. 190, a total amount 
of 9,600 was spent on the construction of those rostrums. 
The total amount spent on the 10 rostrums comes to 
Rs. 16,000. This amount will include the money paid by the 
District Congress Committee as their share of the cost of 
rostrums. 

I, therefore, conclude that at best a sum of Rs. 16,000 
can be added to to the election expenses of the respondent 
no. 1 as expenditure incurred on the construction of rostrums. 

8. Expenses of loudspeaker arrangements. 


7, Expenses of the erection of rostrums for the public meet- 
ings of the respondent no. 1 within the constituency on 
1st of February 1971 and 2Jth of February, 1971. 

According to the allegation in the petition, a sum of 
Rs. 1,32,000 was spent on this head. learned counsel for 
the petitioner urged that since barricading in the meeting 
forms part of the rostrum, as deposed to by Sri Mohinder 
Singh (R. W. 39), the cost of barricading has also been 
included under this head. 

Now, so far as the barricading constructed at the place of 
the meeting is concerned, it is done by the State Govern- 
ment for the purposes of maintenance of law and order, 
apart from the purpose of security. It is the first duty of 
wnv Government established by law to maintain law ‘ and 
order. It is a matter of common knowledge that a very large 
number of people collec* in order to see and hear the speeches 
of their Prime Minister, whoever he or she may be. Tf 
proper arrangements for controlling of the crowds at such 
meetings are not made, there can be stampending in the 


According to the election petition, a sum of Rs. 7,200 was 
spent on the expenses of loudspeakers in the meeting addres- 
sed by the respondent no. 1 on the 1st of February, 1971 and 
25th of February, 1971, The letter (Exh. 177) sent by the 
Superintendent of Police, Rae Bareli to Sri Gaya Prasad 
Shukla shows that arrangements for loudspeakers for tbe 
meetings addressed by the respondent No. 1 on 1st of 
February, 1971 was done by him. Presumably, he did so on 
behalf of the District Congress Committee. The letter 
(Exh. 193) shows that on tne occasion of the visit of the 
respondent no, 1 to Rae Bareli on 25th of February 1971 
ns well no expenditure had been incurred by the Govern- 
ment. Learned counsel for the petitioner, however, urged 
that even though the expenditure on arrangement of loud- 
speakers had been done bv the District Congress Committee, 
or by Sri Gaya Prasad Shukla personally, the fact remains 
that tbe expenditure was directly connected with the election 
of respondent No. 1 and the latter participated therein by 
making use of hose loudspeakers. Learned counsel stressed 
that the expenditure incurred over arrangement of loud- 
speakers should therefore be added to the election expenses 
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of the respondent No. 1. There can be no denying the fact 
that the loudspeakers had been installed for the use of the 
respondent No. 1 and, consequently, I agree that, even though 
the expenditure was incurred in that connection by the 
District Congress Committee, It must be added to the ex- 
penses of the respondent No. 1, The petitioner has not led 
any evidence to show as to what was the number of loud- 
speakers used at every meeting. On 1st of February 1971 the 
respondent No. 1 addressed meetings in the rural part of the 
constituency except one which appears to have been addressed 
by her in Rae Bareli city (vide tour programmes Exits. 26 
and 42). In view of the fact that a large number of people 
should have gathered in the meetings of the respondent No. 1 
because she happened to be the Prime Minister of the 
country. It should be presumed that at least 3 loudspeakers 
should have been used at each of the meetings. It would 
therefore follow that at the four meetings addressed on 
1st of February 1971 the total number of loudspeakers 
installed would have been approximately 32. According to 
exhibit 193, loudspeakers were hired for the police lines at 
the rate of Rs. 10 per loudspeaker per day on the aforesaid 
occasions. Expenditure over installation of loudspeakers in 
the meetings of the respondent no. 1 can also be calculated 
on the same rate, and, thus calculated, the total cost of 
32 loudspeakers would come to Rs, 320. On 25th of Feb- 
ruary 1971 the respondent No, 1 addressed 6 meetings within 
the constituency. If 8 loudspeakers were installed at each of 
these meetings, the total number of loudspeakers for all the 
ei]c meetings would come to 48. Calculating the expenditure 
incurred thereon at the rate of Rs. 10/- per loudspeaker the 
total comes to Rs. 480/-. 

Therefore, the total amount incurred on installation of 
loudspeakers in the meetings addressed by the respondent 
No. 1 on the 1st of February 1971 and 25th of February 
1971 comes to R». 800/-. 

Apart from it, electricity had also been provided for func- 
tioning of the loudspeakers at some meetings, as is apparent 
from the letter (Exit. 147), Through this letter the superin- 
tendent of Police, Rae Bareli asked the President of the 
Pradesh Congress Committee to pay a sum of Rs. 1151/- as 
cost of energy supplied for the functioning of the louds- 
peakers. From the letter (Exh. 146) it appears that this 
amount was remitted by the Pradesh Congress Committee. 
This, amount should be treated as amount spent in the in- 
stallation of the loudspeakers. 

Adding the amount ol Rs. 1151/- to the aforesaid amount 
of Rs, 800/-, the total comes to Rs. 1951/-. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner also urged that some 
poles had been erected to carry the line to the place of the 
meetings and the expenditure incurred in that connection 
should also be added. It is, however, a matter of common 
knowledge that in the matter of temporary connections 
the poles etc. that are utilised for providing the temporary 
connection are taken away by the department after the energy 
is disconnected. In that view of the matter, the amount spent 
over putting any poles for carrying the line to the places of 
the meetings cannot be held to be expenditure within the 
meaning of that word. 

In the result, therefore, a sum of Rs, 1951/- only should 
be added to the election expenses of the respondent No. I, 
being the expenditure incurred in connection with the arrange- 
ment of loudspeakers in the meetings addressed by the res- 
pondent No. 1. 

9, EXPENSES OF RESPONDENT NO. l's TRANSPORT 
BY AIR FORCE PLANES ON 1st of February, 1971 and 
24th of February 1971 

According to the allegations in the petition, a sum of 
Rs. 1,68,000/- was spent in this connection. In answer to 
issue No, 2, however, I have held that none of the two 
flights were made by the respondent No. 1 in connection with 
her election and that, on the contrary, the flights on both 
occasions were parts of the general election tour of the 
country made by the respondent No. 1. For same reason I 
find that any expenditure incurred in the flights made by the 
respondent No, 1 on 1st of February, 1971 and 25th of Febru- 
ary 1971 should not be added to the election expenses of the 
respondent No. 1. 


10. EXPENSES OF BARRICADING OF THE ROUTES TO 
THE PLACES OF THE ELECTION MEETINGS ON 1st of 
February 1971 and 25th of February 1971 

While answering Issue No. 3, I have held that barricading 
along the routes had been done by the State Government as 
part of its own duty for controlling the crowd and maintain- 
ing law and order. That expenditure cannot in any way be 
held to be connected with the election of the respondent No. 

1. The expenditurs incurred by the State Government in set- 
ting up barricades along the routes by which the Prime 
Minister travelled on 1st of February 1971 and 25th of Febru- 
ary 1971 cannot therefore be added to her election expenses. 

11. EXPENSES ON T.A. & D.A. PAID TO THE MEM- 
BERS OF THE POLICE FORCE LINING — THE ROUTES 

ON 1st of February, 1971 and 25th of February 1971 

Once 1 have concluded that barricading along the routes 
was done by the Government in discharge of its own duties 
to control the crowd and to maintain law and order, it is 
obvious that the members of the Police Force were also 
posted along the routes for the same purpose. Any amount 
paid to the members of the Police Force for lining the routes 
on the aforesaid dates cannot be held to be expenditure incur- 
red in connection with the election of the respondent No. 1. 

Consequently, any amount spent by the State Government 
in paying T. A, and D. A. to the members of the Police 
Force for their remaining on duty on 1st of February 1971 
and 25th of February, 1971 cannot be added to the election 
expenccs of the respondent No. 1. 

12. EXPENSES OF MOTOR TRANSPORT FOR THE 
CONVEYANCE OF RESPONDENT NO. 1 to THE PLACES 
OF HER ELECTION MEETINGS ON 1st of February 1971 

AND 2 5TH OF FEBRUARY 1971 

According to the allegation in the petition, a sum of 
Rs. 2,000/- was spent under that head. According to the 
letter (Exh. 136), the charge payable for the car journey 
made by the respondent No. 1 was 75 paise per kilometer. 
Learned counsel for the respondent No. 1 worked out the 
distances covered by the respondent No. 1 on 1st of February 
1971 and 25th of February 1971 within her constituency and, 
calculating the charges payable at the rate 75 paise per kilo- 
meter, the figure arrived at by him comes to Rs. 232.50 
paise only Se. Rs. 232.50 p. was payable in that connection. 
A copy of the chart prepared by learned counsel for the 
respondent No. 1 was handled over by him to the learned 
counsel for the petitioner and the latter hBS not refuted the 
correctness thereof. 

It should, therefore be accepted that the expenditure of 
of Rs. 232.50 p. only was incurred in providing transport to 
(he respondent No. 1 on 1st of February 1971 and 25th of 
February 1971. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner urged that from the 
evidence on record it transpires that expenditure was also in- 
curred on the telephone connection and telephone charges ; 
on the meetings addressed by Shri Yaspal Kapur within the 
constituency during the period of election ; on the election 
material viz. pamphlets, posters etc. ; and on the lighting 
arrangements made for some meetings addressed by the res- 
pondent No. 1. According to learned counsel, these expenses 
are also liable to be added to the election expenses of res- 
pondent No. 1. None of these expenses were, however, 
pleaded in the petition. In fact, till the commencement of the 
arguments in the case the respondent no. 1 could not even 
anticipate that the petitioner shall rely on these expenses for 
(he purposes of his case. It will, therefore, be prejudical to 
the interest of the respondent No. 1 if the aforesaid expenses 
are taken into consideration. The submission made by learned 
counsel for the petitioner is accordingly negatived. 

To sum up the only expenses that can possibly be added to 
the election expenses of the respondent No. 1 are : — 

1. Cost of construction of Rostrums Rs. 16,000/- 

2. Cost incurred in installation of 

loudspeakers .... Rs. 1,951/- 

3. Cost in providing car transport 

to the respondent no. 1 . . Rs. 232-50 


Rs. 18,183-50 


According to the return of election expenses of the respon- 
dent No. 1 (Exh. 5), an amount of Rs. 12,892.97 p. was 
incurred over her election expenses. Adding the aforesaid 
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nmount of Ri. 18,183.50 p., to this figure of Rs. 12,892,97 
the total cornea to Rs. 31,976,47 p., i.e. sufficiently below the 
prescribed limit of Rs. 35,000. 

My conclusion, therefore, on Issue No. 9 is that the total 
nmount of expenditure incurred or authorised by the respon- 
dent No. 1 or her election agent, together with the amount 
proved to have been incurred by the party or by the State 
Government in connection with her election, does not exceed 
the prescribed limit, and, therefore, the respondent No, 1 
has not committed any corrupt practice under section 123(6) 
of the Act, 

Coming to the writ petition, since the petitioner has failed 
to prove that the expenses incurred by the respondent No. 1 
or her election agent, together with the expenses found to 
have been incurred by the political party viz. Congress (R) 
or the State Government, in connection with her election 
exceed the prescribed limit, no ground is made out for in- 
quiring into the vires of the Amending Act and the writ 
petition should accordingly fall. 

Issue No. 2 OF THE ADDITIONAL ISSUES: 

In para 2 of the petition ii is alleged that the respondent 
no. 1 held herself out as a prospective candidate from 22 
Rac Bareli parliamentary constituency, with the election in 
prospect, immediately after the dissolution of the Lok Sabha 
on 27th December 1970, and as such she was a candidate 
from the said constituency on and from 27th December, 
1970. The plea of the respondent on that point is contained 
in para 1 and para 1(a) of the additional written statement. 
She denied therein that she held herself out as a candidate 
from Rac Bareli parliamentary constituency and was a candi- 
date from that constituency from 27th December, 1970 on- 
wards, It was further pleaded by her that she held herself 
out as a candidate on filing her nomination paper in Ra« 
Bareli on 1st of February', 1971, 

The question for consideration, therefore, is as to whether 
the respondent no. 1 held herself out as a candidate only 
on 1st of February, 1971, or she had held herself out as 
a candidate on any date earlier than that. If so, from what 
date ? 

The plea of the respondent no. 1 that she held herself 
out as a candidate from 22 Rae Bareli parliamentary consti- 
tuency on 1st of February 1971, on filing her nomination 
paper at Rae Bareli, has no legs to stand. There is over- 
whelming documentary evidence w'hich points to the conclu- 
sion that the respondent no. 1 had positively held herself out 
as a candidate before that day. 

Exh. 26 is the copy of a radiogram dated 25th of lanuary, 
1971 sent bv the Private Secretary of the respondent no,. 1 
to the Chief Secretary, U.P. Government Lucknow, appris- 
ing him of the tour programme of respondent no. 1. Accord- 
ing to this tour programme, the respondent no. 1 had to file 
her nomination at Rae Bareli on 1st of February, 1971 at 
12 o'clock noon. Exh. 27 is a letter dated 27th January', 1971 
sent by the Assistant Secretary, U.P. Government to the 
various authorities, enclosing therewith a copy of this tour 
programme. According to that copy as well, the respon- 
dent no. 1 was to file her nomination paper at Rae Bareli 
at 12.15 o’clock noon. Exh- 188 is copy of a letter sent by 
the Suprintendent of Police, Rae Bareli to the Superintendent 
of police. Training and Security Branch, Intelligence 
Departmct, LJ.P. dated 25th January, 1971, enclosing 
therewith a copy of the d.o. letter of the same 
date sent by him to D.I.G. Police, Lucknow, asking 
for police force. In the copy of that d.o. letter 
it is stated that he Congress Office at Rae Bareli had 
indicated to him (Superintendent of Police. Rae Bareli) the 
tour programme of the respondent no. 1 as specified there- 
in. According to that tour programme, the respondent 
no. 1 was to file her nomination paper at Collectorate. Rae 
Bareli between 12 and 12.15 o'clock noon. Raj Kumar 
Sinjgh CP.W. 56") is Secretary Parliamentary Affairs of All 
India Congress Committee. According to him. the tour pro- 
gramme of the Prime Minister as leader of the party is 
prepared in the office of the All India Congress Committee. 
It is then sent to the Prime Minister’s secretariat and it is 
Only after the tour programme is approved by the respon- 
dent no. 1 that It is issued from there. The respondent no. 1 
also, during her cross-examination, conceded that the tour 
programme concerning the political work is sent by the All 


India Congress Committee and that they are finalised after 
her approval is obtained. She further conceded that the tour 
programme (Exh. 26) must have been issued after she had 
approved of it. 

Since a tour programme was received from the office of 
the respondent no. 1 by the State Government at Lucknow 
on 25th of January 1971, and since a tour programme was 
also received in the Congress office at Rae Bareli on the 
same day, as is apprant from Exhibit 188, and further since 
it was explicity stated in those tour programme that the 
respondent no. 1 would file her nomination paper at Rae 
Bareli on 1st of February 1971 at or about 12 o’clock noon, 
there appears no escape from the conclusion that the res- 
pondent no. 1 had held herself out as a candidate from 
Rae Bareli constituency at least some time before 25th of 
January 1971, 

A reference may also be made at this stage to the state- 
ment on oath made by Smt. Gandhi, respondent no. 1 
(R.W.37). She deposed that final decision for contesting 
election to the Lok Sabha from the Rae Bareli parliamentary 
constituency was taken by her on 1st of February 1971 and 
that she did not make any announcement or declaration 
bcloie 1st of February 1971 in that regard. Learned counsel 
for the respondent no. 1 stressed that the statement made by 
the respondent no. 1 could be disbelieved. In fact he even 
suggested that while assessing the weight of the evidence of 
the respondent no. 1, the fact .of the high office held by 
her should not be ignored. It should be conceded that 
when a person appears in Court as a witness and his evidence 
appears to be natural and probable, the status and respect- 
ability attaching to him is also taken into consideration to 
lend further assurance to his testimony. The status and 
respectability of the witness alone cannot, however, induce 
the Court to accept his/her testimony, more so when he or 
she is himself /herself a party to the proceedings and in- 
terested in the result of the case. In such cases the evidence 
of that person has to be assessed without in any manner 
being obsessed by the high office that he or she may hold, 
The evidence of the respondent no. 1 should therefore be 
assessed according to the established principles, like the 
evidence of any other witness without in any manner being 
influenced by her high office. 

The respondent no. 1 stated in cross-examination that she 
took decision to contest election from Rae Bareli after her 
arrival there and after she had talked to the President of 
the P .CC und the workers of the area. Her attention was 
then invited to the tour programme (Exh. 26) dated 2Jth of 
January 1971, which, inter alia, mentioned that the respon- 
dent no. 1 was to file her nomination paper at Rae Bareli 
on 1st of February 1971. She then said that the words 
' file nomination" appeared to have been added in ink and, 
consequently, she could not say whether those words existed 
originally or not. Her attention was then invited to the 
tour programme (Fxh. 43) and she then conceded that she 
could recollect that the tour programme approved by her 
included the filing of nomination paper by her at Rae Bareli 
at 11.50 a.m. She, however, still asserted that no decision 
had been taken by her on or about 25th of January 1971 
to file the nomination paper for contesting election from Ra* 
Bareli constituency. She said that It was tentatively men- 
tioned in the tour programme, so that if she decided to con- 
test election from Rae Bareli the nomination paper could 
be filed there on 1st of February 1971 at 11.50 a.m. Now, 
this statement does not appear to me to be natural or prob- 
able. If no such decision had really been, taken, there is 
no reason why it should have been explicitly mentioned in 
the tour programme that she would file her nomination paper 
at Rae Bareli on 1st of February 1971. If she were evern 
tually to take a decision on her arrival at Rae Bareli on 
tst of Februarv 1971, she could file the nomination paper 
there without that fact being even tentatively mentioned in 
the tour programme, which was officially communicated to 
the State Government. It is also worthy of notice that this 
fact was also mentioned in the copy of the tour programme 
received in the Congress Office at Rae Bareli. It can safely 
be inferred from the letter (Exh. 188) that the tour pro- 
gramme was received in the Connress Office at Rae Bareli 
on or before. 25th of January 1971. Tf the respondent no. 1 
had not decided till 25th January 1971 to contest election 
from Rne Bareli, why it was so mentioned in the tour pro- 
gramme sent to the State Government and to the Congress 
Office at Rae Bareli that the respondent no. 1 shall file her 
nomination paper there on 1st of February 1971. 
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The respondent no, 1 said that she had several places in 
her mind and it was for this reason that she did not take 
a decision in the matter till 1st of February 1971, on which 
date she went to the Rae Bareli and had a talk with the 
Congress workers there. It was, therefore, put to her whe- 
ther in the tour programme relating to any other district or 
place, issued from iter olliee, there was a mention of her 
filing the nomination paper from there, and she had to con- 
cede that no tour programme was issued front her office 
indicating that she would file her nomination paper from 
any place other than Rae Bareli, The nomination paper 
could be filed only between 1st of February and 3rd of 
February 1971. Jf it were true that the respondent No. 1 
had other places in her mind till 1st of February 1971. 
from where she contemplated to contest election, the tour 
rogrammes covering whose places would also normally 
ave been issued, and it should have been tentatively men- 
tioned in the tour programme as well, as was mentioned in 
the tour programme (Exh. 26 )„ that she would file her nomi- 
nation paper there. The fact that In the tour programme 
(Exh, 26), issued from the office of respondent no,. 1, it 
was mentioned that the respondent no. 1 was to file her 
nomination paper at Rae Bareli, together with the fact that 
no tour programme was issued indicating that she would 
file her nomination paper from any place other than Rae 
Bareli, leaves no room for doubt that the respondent no. 1 
had decided before 25th of January 1971 to contest elec- 
tion from Rae Bareli. The fact that a copy of the tour 
programme indicating that fact was also received in the 
Congress Office at Rae Bhreli on or about 25lh January 
1971, further shows that the respondent no. 1 not only had 
formed a decision to contest election from Rae Bareli, but 
that she has also conveyed th^t decision to the constituency, 
in fact even the tour programme (Exh. 26) received by the 
State Government was not to be kept secret, It was con- 
veyed to the relevant authorities and copies of that tour 
programme (Exh. A3) were, inter alia, forwarded to the 
President, District Congress Committee and Sri Gaya Prasad 
Shukla of the Kendriya Congress Karyalaya, Rae Bareli. 
The explanation given by the respondent no. 1 in regard 
to the mention in the tour programme (Exh, 26) about her 
filing nomination paper thus does not bear any scrutiny. 

It may not be out of place to add that the statement 
made by the respondent no. 1 that she had decided to con- 
test election from Rae Bareli only after her arrival there on 
1st of February 1971 and after her having talked to the 
President of the P.C.C. and local Congress workers is also 
inconsistent with her own pleadings. Para 1(a) of her 
additional written statement reads as follows: — 

"That in fact there were oilers from other parliamentary 
constituencies in India, requesting this respondent to 
stand as a candidate for the Lok Sabha from those 
constituencies and a final decision in regard to the 
constituency was announced by the All India 
Congress Committee only on January 29, 1971 and 
she only held herself out as a candidate on filing 
her nomination at Rae Bareli on 1st of February 
1971 (underlining is by me)." 

The contents of para 1 (a) from beginning up to the w'ords 
‘only on January 29, 1971’ were verified by the respondent 
no. 1 to be true on information received from Sri K. N. 
.Toshi, Parliamentary Secretary of the All India Congress 
Committee, New Delhi. Further a final decision about the 
candidature of respondent no. 1 to contest election from, Rae 
Bareli parliamentary constituency could not have been taken 
by the All India Congress Committee without the respondent 
no. 1 herself arriving at a decision in that regard. The 
respondent no. 1 was, therefore, questioned on that point in 
cross-examination- She first said that the Congress Party 
did not take any! decision about the constituency from which 
she was to contest the election. Her attention was then 
invited to para 1(a) of the Additional Written Statement and 
she said: — 

"There appears to be some mistake in the averment 
contained in this paragraph of the Additional 
Written Statement. As I know, the All India 
Congress Committee did not take any decision or 
make any announcement regarding my candidature 
on January 29, 1971. Sri K. N. Joshi, Parlia- 
mentary Secretary of the All India Congress Com- 
mittee did not, within my knowledge, make any 
announcement regarding my candidature on 29th 
January, 1971." 


She was then asked whether she received any informa- 
tion from Sri K. N. Joshi, Parliamentary Secretary of the 
All India Congress Committee, New Delhi, to the effect 
that the final decision in regard to her constituency was 
announced by the All Jndia Congress Committee on Janu- 
ary 29, 1971. After going through the Additional Written 
Statement the respondent No. 1 replied that even though it 
was so stated Lherein, she did not recollect about it. She 
was then asked whether she could say with certainty that 
no announcement was made by the All India Congress Com- 
mittee on January 29, 1971 about her constituency and she 
only replied that she did not know whether any such an- 
nouncement was or was not made. Pressed further, she said 
that she had read the Additional Written Statement before 
signing it and that, to the best of her ability, she took care 
that whatever was contained in the Additional Written State- 
ment was true. She, however, added that the language con- 
tained in the Additional Written Statement was legal langu- 
age which she found difficult to clearly understand. All that 
I would say is that the statement made by the respondent 
No. 1 fails to satisfactorily explain the inconsistency. 

Learned counsel for the respondent No. 1, in a bid to 
explain the inconsistency, urged at the time of argument 

that the pleadings contained in para 1(a) of the Additional 
Written Statement only mean that the final decision taken 
by the All India Congress Committee was to leave the 

matter to the respondent No. 1 for a decision being taken 
by her. The argument is stated only to be rejected, If all 

that the All Jndia Congress Committee had done was to 

have left the matter to be decided by the respondent No. 1, 
it could not be said that the All India Congress Committee 
had taken any decision, much less a final decision, about 
the constituency. The explanation offered by learned coun- 
sel for the respondent No. 1 can also, therefore, bo not 
accepted. 

Reference may also be made here to interrogatory No. 5 
of the second set of interrogatories and the answer thereto 
given by Sri Jagpal Dubey, the Attorney of the respondent. 
Inierrogatory No. 5 reads as follows : — 

"Whether the All India Congress Committee decided 
your candidature without having your approval ’? 
(If the answer is in (he negative, on what date did 
you give your approval for being a candidate from 
22 Rae Bareli Parliamentary Constituency).” 

The answer to this interrogatory is as follows : — 

“The decision of the All India Congress Committee was 
a tentative one. It was open to respondent No. 1 
to stand from any constituency, whether it was 22 
Rae Bareli Parliamentary Constituency or any 
other, and the All India Congress Committee would 
not have objected to any decision by her. The ques- 
tion, therefore, or respondent No. 1 giving any 
formal approval to any decision did not arise." 

From the above it would appear that, till the stage of 
filing reply to the interrogatories, the respondent No.- 1 did 
not deny that a decision had been taken by the All India 
Congress Committee about her candidature. All that she 
said was that the decision was tentative and could be changed 
by her. When the respondent No. 1 however, entered the 
witness box she took a different stand and said that so far 
as she knew no decision about her candidature was taken by 
the All Jnclia Congress Committee. When the attention of 
the respondent No. 1 was invited to the aforesaid reply given 
on her behalf, she again said that she had no knowledge if 
the Ail India Congress Committee took even a tentative deci- 
sion about her constituency. Now, if she had no knowledge 
about any such decision, how and under what circumstances 
it was admitted in reply to the interrogatories served on her, 
remains to unexplained. 

in view of the pleadings contained in para 1(a) of the 
Additional Written Statement and in view' of the reply to 
interrogatory No. 5, I have no doubt that the Ail India 
Congress Committee did take a formal decision about the 
candidature of respondent No. 1, namely that she would con- 
test election from Rae Bareli. 

The respondent No. 1 was the unquestioned leader of the 
Congress (R). The A.I.C.C. could not, therefore, have taken 
a decision about the constituency of respondent No, 1 without 
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the respondent No. 1 having given out her own mind. 
This cncumstance, together with the fnct that the tour pro- 
ramme issued from the office of the respondent No. 1 on 
5th January 1971, copies whereof had been sent not only 
to the Government but also to the Congress Office at Rac 
Bareli, intimating that the respondent No. I shall file her 
nomination paper at Rae Bareli on 1st of February 1971, 
leaves no room for doubt that the respondent No. 1 held 
herself out as a candidate before 25th of January, 1971. 

T he plea of the respondent No. 1 that she held herself out 
as a candidate for the first time on the 1st of Febi nary 
1971 is not established to be true. 

Reference was also made by learned counsel for respon- 
dent No. 1 in this connection to the' statement on oath 
made by Sri Yashpal Kapur (R.W. 32) l shall deal with the 
evidence of Sri Yashpal Kapur exhaustively when I record 
my finding on Issue No. 1 (hrst set) and on Additional Issue 
No. 1. It should be sufficient at this stage to consider only 
that part of the testimony of Sri Yashpal |Kanur which re- 
lates to the point under consideration. Sri Yashpal Kapur 
stated that on the arrival of the respondent No. 1 at Rae 
Bareli Inspection House, the members of the District Con- 
gress Committee, Rae Bareli, had an interview with her in 
which they requested her lo contest election to the Lok 
Sabha from Rae Bareli. He further said that after having 
heard the members of the District Congress Committee, the 
respondent No. 1 took Sri Kamlapati Tripathi aside and 
talked to him. He further said that the respondent No. 1 
also talked to him, after having talked to Sri Kamlapati 
Tripathi, and it was thereafter that she announced that she 
had decided to contest election to the Lok. Sabha from Rae 
Bareli. The statement appears to be too artificial to curry 
credence. In the first instance, in view of the fact that the 
tour programme had already been sent by the respondent 
No. 1 to the State Government as well as to the Congress 
Office at Rae Bareli, intimating that she would file her nomi- 
nation paper at Rae Bareli on 1st of February 1971, it is 
not understandable why the members of the District Congress 
Committee should have waited upon the respondent No. 1 
in order to request her to contest election from Rae Bareli. 
Again, on the own admission of Sri Yashpal Kapur, Sri 
Kamlapati Tripathi and respondent No. 1 had travelled to- 
gether in the same place from Delhi to Amausi. ft is not 
disputed to the respondent No. 1 that Rac Bareli was one 
of those places from where she intended to contest election. 

Sri Kamlapati Tripathi was the President of the U.P. Con- 
gress Committee. Therefore, if respondent No. 1 had to 
talk to Sri Kamlapati Tripathi about the propriety of her 
contesting election from Rae Bareli, or anything connected 
with it, she could conveniently talk to him in the plane 
during the journey between Delhi and Amausi. Further, it 
was also admitted by Sri Yashpal Kapur that the respondent 
No. 1 and Sri Kamlapathi travelled in the same car from 
Lucknow to Kuc Bareli. Therefore, even if the respondent 
No. 1 had not talked to Sri Kamlapati Tripathi about any 
matter connected with her election when she travelled in the 
plane with him. she could have done so when she travelled 
with Sri Tripathi from Lucknow to Rae Bareli in the same 
car. In the face of these circumstances, it is not at ull under- 
standable why it should have become necessary for the res- 
pondent No. 1 to take Sri Kamlapati Tripathi aside and 
talk to him, after she had talked lo the members of the 
District Congress Committee at the Inspection House, Rac 
Bareli, before announcing her decision to contest the elec-j 
tion from Rae Bareli. I have no doubt in my mind that 
Sri Yashpal Kapur made the aforesaid statement only 
to fortify the plea set up by the respondent no. 1 that she 
had decided to contest election from Rae Bareli only on 1st 
of February 1971 and not earlier than that. 

Sri Yashpal Kapur was also confronted with the tour pro- 
gramme (Exh. 26 and Exh. 43), wherein it was explicitly 
staled that the respondent no. 1 was to file her nomination 
paper at Rae Bareli on 1st of February 1971. He, however, 
said that he still maintained that the respondent no. 1 had 
not taken any decision before 1st of February 1971 to con- 
test election from Rae Bareli. He was then questioned as to 
what was the basis of that Statement made by him, and to 
that the witness replied : — 

"My reply that the respondent no. 1 had taken a decision 
to contest election from Rac Bareli constituency on 
1st of February 1971 is based on what happened 
in the Inspection House that day within my view.” 
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1 have, however, already said lhat the statement made by 
Sri Yashpal Kapur about what happened at the Inspection 

House, Rae Bareli, on 1st of February 1971 is not at all 

probable. 

Sri Yashpal Kapur was also confronted with the news item 
(Exh. 84 A) published in the issue of ‘Navjeewan” dated 15th 
of January 1971, wherein, quoting the decision of the Con- 
gress Parliamentary Board, it was said that the respondent 

no, 1 would contest election from Rae Bareli and that sitting 

members of Parliament in U.P. shall contest election from 
the same constituency from which they had been elected to 
the dissolved Parliament. The witness replied that he wa3 
not aware whether any such decision had been taken by the 
Central Congress Parliamentary Board, nor could he vouch 
whether the news item had been rightly published. Sri Yash- 
pal Kapur was examined as a witness in the case long after 
the election was over and it does not appear probable that, 
till the date of his examination, he did not even know 
whether the Congress Parliamentary Board had or had not taken 
any decision of the nature reported in the news item (Exh. 
84-A). Tt is also worthy of notice in this connection that on 
his own admission, the respondent no. 1 was at Delhi bet- 
ween 21st January 1971 and 26th January 1971. He was not 
a stranger to the respondent no 1. He had worked for quite 
a long time in the respondent No. l’s secretariat and, on 
his own admission', the respondent no. 1 had such confi- 
dence in him that when he resigned in 1971, the respondent 
no. 1 insisted on his rejoining her secretariat. In the context 
of that association between him and the respondent no.1, 
the natural course of conduct on his part was to have 
apprised the respondent no. 1, when he met her at Delhi 
during the period between 21st January and 26th January 
1971, of the alleged decision of the Congress Parliamen- 
tary Board published in the ‘Navjeewan’ dated 15th of January 
1971. and to have enquired from her whether it was true. 
Sri Yashpal Kapur conceded that during the period between 
21st January and 26th January 1971 he met respondent 
no. 1 twice but did not ask her anything about it. On the 
contrary, he stated that the respondent no, 1 told him that 
leaders of several other States had asked her to contest 
election from their States. The witness said that even then 
he did not enquire from the respondent no. 1 as to what 
had been decided by her, Now, it is not at all probable 
that having cotne across the next item (Exh. 84 A) at Rae 
Bareli and despile having met the respondent no. 1 at Delhi 
twice thereafter, he would neither have apprised the respondent 
no. 1 about the news item nor would have cared to know 
from her whether it was true or not. 

For all the aforesaid reasons, no reliance can be placed 
on the statement of Sri Yashpal Kapur to conclude that the 
respondent no. 1 held herself out as a candidate from Rae 
Bareli constituency for the first time on 1st of February 1971. 

The result, therefore, is that the plea set up by the res- 
pondent no. 1 that she held herself out as a candidate for 
(he first time on 1st of Fcbraury 1971 as a candicktte from 
Rae Bareli Parliamentary Constituency has to be discarded. 

i 

It is then to be considered as to when did the respondent 
no. 1 retdly hold herself out as a candidate, 

The expression ‘candidate" has been defined in section 79(b) 
of the Act as follows ; — 

“ ‘candidate’ means a person who has been or claims 
to have been duly nominated as a candidate at any 
election, and any such person shall be deemed to 
have been a candidate af from the time when, 
with the election In prospect he began to hold 
himself out as a prospective candidate.” 
(Underlining by me) 

The question as to when a person becomes a candidate 
within the meaning of section 79(b) of the Representation 
of the People Act came in for consideration in the case 
S. Khader Sheriff appellant v. Munmiswami (A.T.R. 1955 
Supreme Court 775 at p. 777), and it was observed - 

“When, therefore, a question arises under section 79(b) 
whether a person had become a candidate bv a given 
point of time, what has to be seen is whether at 
that time he had clearly and unambiguously dec- 
lared his intention to stand as a candidate, so that 
it could be said of him that he had held himself 
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out as a prospective candidate. That he has merely 
formed an intention to stand for an election is not 
sufficient to make him a prospective candidate. That 
can only be if he communicates .that intention to 
the outside world by declaration or conduct from 
which it could be inferred that he intends to stand 
as a candidate.” 

The petitioner summoned from the All India Radio the 
tapes (Exhs, 129 to 131) of the Press Conference addressed 
by the respondent no, 1 on 29th December, 1970. Sri P. 
Mathur (P.W. 60), Station Director, All India Radio, 
Lucknow, produced the tapes before this Court. He also filed 
the transcript (Exh. 132) of the Press Conference which he 
claimed to have prepared with the assistance of the tape 
recorded in his presence. The tape was, however, played in 
Court in the presence of counsel for the parties, when Sri 
P. Mathur was still in the witness-box, to check whether 
the relevant portion of the transcript [sidelined by me) 
tallied with the tape, and It was found to tally. Sri P. Mathur 
(P.W. 60) also stated in cross-examination that he identified 
the voice on the tape to be that of the respondent no. 1. The 
sidelined portion of the transcript of the tape record (Exh. 
132) was read over to the respondent No. 1 when she enter- 
ed the witness-box and she too admitted it to be correct. 
The relevant question put to the respondent no. 1 and the 
answer given by her in the press conference, according to the 
transcript, (Exh, 132) are as follows :— 

"Q. A short while ago there was a meeting of the oppo- 
sition leaders and there they said that the Prime 
Minister is changing her constituency from Rae 
Bareli to Gurgaon ? 

P. M. : No. I am not. 

It is worthy of notice that in December 1970, a Govern- 
ment formed by the opposition parties popularly known as 
S.V.D. Government, was in the saddle in U.P. It was in 
that context that question was put to the respondent no. 1 
that the opposition leaders were saying that she would not 
contest election from Rae Bareli and that she would change 
her constituency to Gurgaon. The answer made by the res- 
pondent no. 1 to my mind, therefore, did not mean anything 
except that she was not going to change her constituency 
and that she would contest the election from Rae Bareli. 

When the respondent no. 1 entered the witness-box and the 
aforesaid question and answer were put to her by her own 
counsel in the examination-in-chief with a view to bring oa 
record her explanation to it, she stated that her reply did 
not ‘necessarily’ mean that she would not change her con- 
stituency and that she only meant that she would not con- 
test from Gurgaon constituency. She was again questioned 
on that point in cross-examination and she then stated : 


the answer given by the respondent no, 1 could mean and 
convey nothing except that she w'as not changing her con- 
stituency and that she would contest election from Rae 
Bareli. If there was a mention of some other constituency 
as well besides Gurgaon, there could be some substance in 
the explanation cqught to be given by the respondent No. 1 
in Court that, while saying ‘‘No, I am not”, she only meant 
to convey that she would not change her constituency from 
Rue Bareli to Gurguon and that she could yet change her 
constituency to some other place. 

To my mind, therefore, by making the aforesaid state- 
ment at the Press Conference on 29th December, 1970 
the respondent No. 1 clearly and unambiguously indicated 
to the outside world her declaration to contest election from 
Rae Bareli and she should therefore be deemed to have been 
a candidate from that very date. 

It may be appropriate at this stage to dispose of some 
technical pleas raised by learned counsel for the respondent 
no. 1, before proceeding further with this point. Learned 
counsel for respondent No. 1 urged that the election should bo 
in prospect when any person holds himself /herstlf out as 
a prospective candidate, so as to fall within the definition 
of the word ‘candidate’ as contained in section 79 (b) of the 
Act. Learned counsel then urged that the, expression 
‘with the election In prospect’ occurring in section 79(b) 
should be construed to mean the commencement of the 
election, i.e. when a writ is issued in that connection, Re- 
ference was made by learned counsel for the respondent no. 
1 to several cases m this connection : The Countries of 
Elgin and Nairn Case (VO’ M & Hp. 1) ; The Lichfield case 
(VO’ M & Hp. 27) ; The Borough of Great Yarmouth Case 
(VO’ M & Hp. 176) ; The Bodmin Division of the Country 
of Cornwall Case (VO M & Hp. 223) ; The Borough of 
Walsall Case (IV O’M & Hp. 123) and The Berwick Upon- 
Tweed Division of the Country of Northumberland Case 
(Vll O’M & Hp. 1), 

In the first Instance, It cannot be called out from these 
cases that, according to rule laid down therein, the expres- 
sion ‘election in prospect’ should bo interpreted to mean 
that the election commences with the issue of a writ. The 
consensus ns expressed in these cases appears to be that 
election commences when It is reasonably imminent. In 
the Counties of Elgin and Naira Case it was observed at 
page 10 : — 

“For some reason, good or bad, the Legislature has 
confined the enactment to expenses which can be 
attributed to the ‘conduct and management of the 
election ; and these words, as it seems to me, at least 
suggest and contemplate an election which is not in 
nubibus is reasonably imminent.” 


“It is wrong to assume that while giving the reply 
marked B in the transcript (Exh. 132) I conveyed 
that I was not changing my constituency from Rae 
Bareli at all and emphatically held out that I would 
contest election again from Rae Bareli. In my 
opinion there is no basis for this assumption.’’ 

I have given my very careful and dispassionate considera- 
tion to the aforesaid reply given by respondent No. 1 during 
her cross-examination and I regret my inability to accept it. 
As I have already stated earlier, the question was put to 
the respondent No. 1 in a particular setting, namely that the 
opposition Government was in power in the State of U.P. 
and the leaders of that Government were saying that, pre 
sumably because of their being in power in U.P,, the res- 
pondent no. 1 was changing her constituency from Rae 
Bareli. It was a short of challenge and was conveyed to 
the respondent no. 1 In the Press Conference in the same 
form by a question put by some press correspondent. The 
emphatic manner in which respondent No, 1 replied to 
that question, saying ‘No. 'I am not’ cannot under the 
circumstances be interpreted to mean anything except that 
she conveyed that whatever the opposition leaders were 
saying was not correct and that she was not changing her 
constituency. It also deserves consideration in this connec 
tlon that at press conference mention was made only of 
two places viz Rae Bareli (the original constituency) and 
Gurgaon (as prospective constituency). No other consti- 
tuency was either named or suggested. In that context 


And again on page: 

”... — the period of election which was to be con- 
ducted and managed was a period not at least much 
anterior, I will not say to the date of nomination, 
but to the group or series of events which imme- 
diately precede the nomination, and which as we 
all know, begin in the case of a general election 
with the announcement of the Dissolution, and in 
the case of a bye-election with the announcement 
of the vacancy.” 

In the Lichfield Division of the County of Stafford Case, 
Baron Pollock I. posed the following question: 

"The question no doubt turns on when the election 
may be said to have commenced. 

After referring to Elgin’s case, he said: 

“I will not refer to the facts of it because it would 
only complicate the matter, but I entirely Bgrce 
with Lord M’ Laren when he said that what is 
meant by ‘an election’ is a definite election within 
the knowledge and contemplation of parties.” 

In the Borough of Great Yormouth Case, Justice Chan- 
nel) said at page 188:- — 
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“I quite adopt the view which has been put forward 
by other Judges that the time when the election 
is supposed to commence may, for several pur- 
poses, be an important matter, and that it certainly 
is not limited to the commencement of the active 
part of the election by the occurrence of a vancancy 
or by the issue of the writ.” 

In the Bodmin Division of the County of Cornwall case 
Lawrence J. said at page 228: — 

“In view of our findings upon other charges it be- 
comes unnecessary to discuss this point at length, 
but I wish to say a few words, since, if it had 
been necessary to determine the point, which it is 
not, 1 should have felt bound to come to the 
conclusion that this election began months before 
the issue of the writ, and that the expenses of all 
these meetings ought to have been returned.” 

In Borough of Walsall case it was said at page 125: — 

“I cannot think that the period of candidature or the 
period of agency is to be limited, either by the 
date of the issuing of the writ, or by the day of 
nomination; but I think that when an election is 
contemplated as probable in the course of a fow 
months and it is well recognised that to secure tho 
election of a particular candidate active steps must 
be taken and every exertion made at once lo 
secure that object, it cannot be reasonbly said that 
there can be no agency to take such steps, or to 
take such exertions, until the immediate approach 
of the election by the issuing of the writ." 

In the Berwick — U PON-T weed Case it was said on page 

“Mr. Philipson was nominated candidate upon the 
4th ot November. It is unnecessary to decide the 
exact day upon which the election began, but 
having regard to the facts and to Mr. Philipson’s 
own admission when he said ‘On October 19th, we 
knew, there was going to be an election’ it is 
sufficient to decide that the election certainly be- 
gan not later than October 19th, the day after the 
Coalition Party meeting at the Carlton Club in 
London.” 

A part from the fact that in none of the aforesaid cases 
it has been said that election shall be deemed to commence 
or be in prospect with the issue of the notification, there 
is also the fact that the law in this country is no precisely 
the same as in England. Election Tribunal Vellore, while 
deciding Munnuswami Goundcr vs. Khadcr Sheriff and 
others f4 E.L.R. 283 at p. 292), said:— 

In this respect the law in this country makes a signi- 
ficant departure and that departure, in our opi- 
nion, again emphasises tho application of a vital 
democratic principle, in the light ol differing con- 
ditions. We may here note, briefly, a feature of 
the political practice in the United Kingdom, 
which repeatedly colours and influences the English 
Cases, viz., the fact that there a person is often 
adopted as a candidate by a political association, 
without any move on his behalf, until a particular 
stage when the adoption Is formalised by his con- 
sent." 


Be it as it may, in the case before us, the election became 
in prospect immediately after the dissolution of the Lok 
Sabha on 27(h December 1970, I do not think this view 
is inconsistent either with the observations made in any of 
the English decisions cited by learned counsel for the res- 
pondent no. 1 or any of the Indian decisions. In the case 
Krishna Kant v. Banmaii (A.I.R. 1968 Orissa 200) a de- 

claration was made by the Home Minister, Government of 
India on 10th of December, 1965 postponing general elec- 
tion of Orissa Legislative Assembly till the general elections 
to be held early in 1967. On 20th December, 1965 the 
Election Commission communicated the aforesaid decision 
of the Government of India to the Chief Electoral Officer, 
Orissa. The life of the Orissa Assembly was thereafter 
extended till 1st of March, 1967, It was observed that the 
45 GI/75— 5 
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election was in prospect by 18th of June 1967, that is 
long before the extended term of the Assembly came to 
an end. 

The contention raised by learned counsel for the respon- 
dent that the election was not in prospect when the res- 
pondent no, 1 made the earlier mentioned statement in her 
press conference on 29th December 1970 cannot therefore 
be accepted. As stated earlier the statement made by the 
respondent no, 1 at her press conference on 29th December, 
1970 by itself constitutes sufficient proof of the fact that 
she held herself out as a candidate from Rae Bareli con- 
stituency with effect from that date. 

It will, however, not be futile to refer to a few more 
circumstances which fortify this conclusion. 

In order to find what did the respondent No. 1 convey by 
making the aforesaid statement, it will be of some rele- 
vance to know as to how that statement was commonlv 
understood. Exh. A-17 is the issue of the ‘National Herald’ 
dated 30th December, 1970. The news item relating to 
the press conference addressed by the respondent no. 1 on 
29th December, 1970 was published in this newspaper 
with Head line “Prime Minister not changing her con- 
stiluency”. Further on the news item contains the synop- 
sis of the question put to the respondent no. 1 and the re- 
ply given by her Exh. 81 is the issue of the ‘Statesman’ 
dated December 30, 1970. The Headlined news item in 
this news paper is “No Change in Constituency”. Further 
on the news item said: — 

“The Prime Minister denied at the outset whether 
she intended to contest the coming election for 
the I.ok Sabha from Gurgaon and not Rae Bareli". 

Exh. 85 is the issue of the ‘Indian Express’ dated 30th 
December, 1970. The head-line of the news item in this 
news paper was: — 

“Rae Bareli is constituency." 

Exh. 92 is the issue of the ‘Hindustan Times' dated Decem- 
ber 13, 1970. The headline of this newspaper also was: — 

“No shifting of seat". 

Thereafter the relevant portion of the news item reads as 
follows :— 

“The Prime Minister denied that she was thinking of 
shifting her constituency from Rae Bareli to 
Gurgaon. 

‘No, I am not’, she said when correspondent asked 
whether it was true as some opposition leaders were 
saying that she contemplated a change in her 
present constituency.” 

It will thus appear that almost every important newspaper 
in the country understood the statement made by the respon- 
dent No. 1 at her press conference to mean that she was 
not changing her constituency. It may also not be out of 
place to add that no constradiction to any of the aforesaid 
news items was issued either from the secretariat of the 
Prime Minister or from the A.I.C.C. 

There is then the evidence of S. Nijilingappa (P.W.14), 
Sri Arjun Singh Bhadoria (P.W.15), Sri S. P. Lalaviya 
(P. W. 36), Sri Kapoori Thakur (P. W, 37), Ram Saran 
Das (P. W. 38), Sri Banarsi Das (P. W. 40) and Sri L. K. 
Advani (P. W. 44). Though they belong to opposition parties, 
the fact remains that all of them are public workers of 
some reputation. Each one of them stated on oath that 
the statement made by the respondent no. 1 at the press 
conference on 29th December 1970 was construed by them 
to mean that the respondent no. 1 was not changing her 
constituency. 


Yet another thing which is worthy of notice is that right 
after the press conference, held by the respondent no. 1 on 
29th December 1970, important leaders of the Congress (R) 
started pouring into the constituency. Ram Kumar Singh 
(P. W. 42) stated that Raja Dinesh Smgh then a Minister in 
the Central Government, visited Rae Bareli on 5th of 
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January 1971. The fact that Raja Dlnesb Singh did visit 
Rue Bareli on Jlh January 1971, as deposed by Ram Kumar 
Singh, was not denied on behalf of respondent no. 1, as would 
appear from the following question put to Ram Kumar 
Singh in cross-examination: — 

Q. I suggest to you that Raja Dinesh Singh was only 
investigating the possibility whether the respondent 
no. 1 should or should not fight election." 

On 7th January 1971 Sri Gulzari Lai Nanda and Sri Yashpal 
Kapur came to Rae Bareli, a fact which is admitted to the 
respondent no, 1. On 17th of January 1971 Sri Chandra 
Shekhar, another important leader of Congress (R), visited 
Rae Bareli, as deposed by Ram Kumar Singh (P. W, 42). It 
is worthy of notice that it was not suggested to Ram Kumar 
Singh in his cross-examination that Chandra Shekhar did not 
visit Rae Bareli and that he was making a wrong statement in 
that connection. On the contrary, the suggestion made to 
him was that it was wrong that Sri Chandra Shekhar in his 
speech said anything about the candidature of respondent no. 1. 
Ram Kumar Singh denied that suggestion.. It was then 
suggested to him that Chandra Shekhar had only stated that 
Congress (R) as a party should be successful in the election. 
It should, therefore, be accepted that Chandra Shekhar also 
visited Rae Bareli dn 17th January 1971. On 18th and 19th 
January 1971 Professor Sher Singh, another Minister of the 
Government of India, visited Rae Bareli. It cannot bo 
accepted that all these leaders of Congress (R) were visiting 
Rae Bareli foT nothing. To my mind that circumstance, to- 
gether with the olher circumstances already mentioned earlier, 
is also a pointer (o the conclusion that the respondent no. 1 
had held herself out as a candidate from Rae Bareli consti- 
tuency on 29th December 1971 and the leaders of the Cong- 
ress (R) were visiting Rfte Bareli as part of the election com 
paign of the respondent no. 1. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner also urged that the fact 
that the petitioner was set up as a candidate to contest elec- 
tion against the respondent no.l in the early part of January 
1971; and the fact that the respondent no. 1 while delivering 
a speech at Coimbatore criticised Raj Naraln and said that 
the candidature of Raj Narain had been sponsored for mud- 
slinging against her, also lend support to the fact that the 
respondent no. 1 had declared herself as a candidate on 29th 
of January 1971. Tn regard to the first circumstance, learned 
counsel referred me inter alia to the evidence of Ram Saran 
Das (P. W. 38), Sri Karpoori Thakur (P. W. 37) and 
Banarsi Das (P, W. 40). Ram Saran Dass said that he issued 
a statement on 20th of January 1971 that the petitioner shall 
contest election to Ihe parliament from Rae Bareli. He filed 
the issue of ihe ‘Pioneer’ dated 11th January 1971 (Exh. 78) 
and the issue of the ‘National Herald’ of the same date 
(Exh. 80) in which that statement was published. Sri 
Banarsi Das (P. W. 40) said that the leaders of the oppo- 
sition met at the residence of Sri C. B. Gupta at Lucknow 
in 1st or 2nd week of January 1971, and a decision was 
then taken to set up the petitioner as a candidate against 
tho respondent no. 1. Sri Karpoori Thakur (P. W, 37) de- 
posed (hat in 1970-71 he was Chairman of All Tndia Sanivukta 
Socialist Party. He further said that on 18th of January 
1970, in a meeting attended by several parties, he gave his 
concurrence to the decision that the petitioner may contest 
election from Rae Bareli against the respondent no, 1. In 
regard to the second circumstance, learned counsel referr- 
ed me to the issue of the ‘National Herald’ dated 20th 
January 1971 (Exh. 82). This newspaper was put to tho 
respondent no. 1 during her cross-examination and she ad- 
mitted that she could have said all the things mentioned in 
this news item. The news item (Exh. 82) in the ‘National 
Herald' dated January 20, 1971 was thus proved. Learned 
counsel stressed that unless the petitioner had held herself 
out as a candidate from Rae Bareli constituency there was 
hardly any occasion for her to have said at Coimbatore (as 
reported in Exh. 82) that the candidature of Raj Narain 
from Rac Bareli had been sponsored by the front parties 
for maximum mud-slinging against her. The least that can 
be said on the basis of (he two circumstances is that the 
respondent no, 1 held herself out as a candidate sometime 
before 10th January 1971, otherwise there was no occasion 
for Ram Saran Das having issued a statement that the peti- 
tioner shall contest election from Rae Bareli against the 
respondent, and for the respondent no. I having said at 
Coimbatore that Raj Narain had been chosen as a candi- 
date from Rae Bareli for mud-slinging against her. 


Therefore, without dilating any further, I conclude that it 
has been proved beyond doubt that the respondent no. I 
held herself out as a candidate from Rae Bareli Parliamentary 
constituency on 29th December 1970. Issue no. 2 of the 
additional issues is answered accordingly, 

ISSUE NO. 3 OF ADDITIONAL ISSUES : 

In para 5 of the petition it is alleged that Sri Yaspal Kapur 
was a Gazetted Officer in the Government of India holding 
the post of an Officer on Special Duty that the respondent 
no. 1 obtained/procured tho assistance of Sri Yashpal Kapur 
for the furtherance of her election prospects and that Sri 
Yashpal Kapur organised the election work of the res- 
pondent no. 1 in her constituency during the entire period 
commencing from 27th December 1970 till the declaration of 
the result. 

In para 5 of the written statement the respondent no. 1 
admitted that Sri Yashpal Kapur was a Gazetted Officer in 
the Government of India holding the post of Officer on 
Special Duty in the Prime Minister's Secretariat. She, how- 
ever, pleaded that the said Sri Yashpal Kapur submitted his 
resignation from the aforesaid post by a letter dated 13th 
January 1971, that the President was pleased to accept his 
resignation with effect from 14th January 1971. and that 
Sri Yashpal Kapur ceased to be in the service of the Govern- 
ment of India from that date. Respondent no. I denied 
that she procured or obtained the assistance of Sri Yashpal 
Kapur for the furtherance of her election prospects while he 
was in the service of the Government of India. 

In para 2(a) of the Additional Written Statement the res- 
pondent no. 1 further pleaded that Sri P. N. Haksar, the 
then Secretary to the Prime Minister, who had the authority 
to relieve Sri Yashpal Kapur, informed him on 13th January, 
1971, on receipt of the resignation, that the resignation 
was accepted and that formal orders will issue in duo 
course. According to the plea set up in the Additional 
Written Statement, the services of Sri Yashpal Knpur stood 
terminated as a result of his resignation with effect from 
time and date mentioned in the letter of resignation and that 
the subsequent notification issued in the name of the Presi- 
dent of India was a mere formality. 

In view of the aforesaid pleadings, the question formulated 
for consideration is whether Sri Yashpal Kapur continued to 
be in the service of the Government of India after J4th of 
January 1971, and if so, till what date. 

Sri Yashpal Kapur (R. W. 32) made a statement on oath 
that, after having a talk with the respondent no. 1, he sub- 
mitted his letter of resignation to Sri P. N, Haksar on 13th 
of January 1971. The respondent no. 1 (R. W. 37) also 
deposed that in the second week of January 1971 Sri Yashpal 
Kapur one day expressed a desire to resign from his post 
ana she then Hsked him to consider over the matter again. 
She said that on 13th of January 1971 Sri Yashpal Kapur 
again visited her and said that he had reconsidered the matter 
and was clear in his mind that he must resign from tho post 
to which she agreed She then asked Sli Yashpal Kapur 
to go to Sri P, N. Haksar in order to complete the formali- 
ties. Sri P. N, Haksar (R. W. 1) deposed that on 13th of 
January 1971 Sri Yashpal Kapur telephoned to him near 
about 10 or 11 a.m. that he wanted to resign from his post 
and he then directed Sri Yashpal Kapur to send his letter 
of resignation in writing to him and also to meet him. Sri 
Haksar further said that within an hour Sri Yashpal 
Kapur came to his office with a letter of resignation duly 
signed by him and submitted the same. Learned counsel 
for the petitioner urged that no document has been produced 
by the respondent no, 1, in which tho resignation letter sub- 
mitted by Sri Yashpal Kapur may have been entered, to 
show that it was actually presented on 13th of January 1971. 
On this basis learned couasel urged that it should not bo 
accepted that the resignation. letter was actually presented 
on 13th of January 1971. According to him, the resignation 
was presumably prepared and submitted at some later stage 
and was antedated in order to make it appear that it was 
presented on 13th January 1971. I do not think that, merely 
for the reason that no register etc, has been brought on re- 
cord to indicate that the resignalion letler was presented by 
Sri Yashpal Kapur on 13th January 1971, the statement on 
oath made by the respondent no. i (R, W. 37), the state- 
ment of Sri Yashpal Kapur (R, W. 32) and the statement 
of Sri P. N. Haksar (R. W. 1) can be discarded as untrue. 
Learned counsel for tho petitioner could not point out any 
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ment Eervant can also be terminated by word of 
mouth, to be later followed by an order m writing,” 


Infirmity in the evidence of the aforesaid witnesses, so far 
as it relates to the presentation of the resignation letter on 
13th of. January 197), Therefore, relying on the evidence of 
the respondent no, 1 (R. W. 37), Sri Yashpal Kapur (R. W. 
32) and Sri P. N. Haksar, I accept that Sri Yashpal Kapur had 
submitted his letter of resignation in the office of Sn P. N. 
Haksar on 13th of January 1971, 

The question, however, ia when did the resignation sub- 
mitted by Sri Yashpal Kapur take effect. 

The fact that Sri Yashpal Kapur was a Gazetted Officer 
in the Government of India holding the post of Officer on 
Special Duty in the Secretariat of the respondent no, 1 is 
conceded in the written statement filed by respondent no, 1. 
Sri N. K, Sesban (P. W, 53), Private Secretary to the Prime 
Minister, also stated that the designation of Sri Yashpal 
Kapur, before he tendered his resignation, was ‘Officer on 
Special Duty’ and that it was a Gazetted post equivalent in 
rank to that of an Under Secretary drawing the maximum 
pay. It was admitted before me on both hands that the 
Central Civil Services (Temporary Service) Rules, 1949 were 
applicable to him. Rule 5 of the said Rules, in so far as it 
us relevant for our purposes, reads as follows : — 

“5(a), The service of a temporary government servant 
who is not in quasi-permanent service shall be liable 
to termination at any time by notice in writing 
given either by the government servant to the ap- 
pointing authority, or by the appointing authority 
to the government servant. 

(b) The period of such notice shall be one month, un- 
less otherwise agreed to by the Government and 
by the government servant: 

Provided that the service of any such government ser- 
vant may be terminated forthwith by payment to 
him of a sum equivalent to the amount of his pay 
plus allowances for the period of the notice or as 
the case may be, for the period by which such 
notice falls short of one month or any agreed 
longer period.” 

Sri S. K. Krishnan (R. W. 5), Director, Department of 
Personnel Administrative Reforms, filed O. M. dated 6th 
May 1958 (Exh, A-25) containing instructions regarding 
resignations and acceptance thereof. It is inter alia stated 
therein that a resignation becomes ctl'ectivo when it is accep- 
ted and the officer is relieved of his duties, It further States 
that ‘where a resignation has not become effective and the 
officer wishes to withdraw it, it is open to the authority, 
which accepted the resignation, to accept or to refuse the 
request for such withdrawal.’ 

In view of the fact that Sri Yashpal Kapur held a Gazetted 
post in the Government of India; and further in view of the 
Central Civil Services (Temporary Service) Rules, 1949, and 
the instructions (Exh. A-25), it is apparent that Sri Yashpal 
Kapur could not cease to be a Government servant unless an 
order had been passed accepting the letter of resignation sub- 
mitted by him. So far as the statement of the respondent 
no. 1 (R. W. 37) is concerned, she only deposed that ofter 
Sri Yashpal Kapur had expressed a desire to her that he 
wanted to resign from his post, she directed him to go to 
Sri P. N. Haksar to complete the formalities. No doubt, 
she also stated that Sri P. N. Haksar later told her that 
the resignation of Sri Yashpal Kapur had been accepted. 
That is, however, evidence in the nature of hearsay which 
should not be attached much importance. Sri Yashpal Kapur 
(R. W. 32) did not state that any order was passed in his 
presence accepting his letter of resignation. The evidence of 
Sri P, N. Haksar on this point is rather interesting. In the 
examination-in-chiof he stated that when Sri Yashpal Kapur 
met him in his office on 13th of January 1971 and submitted 
his resignation, he said to Sri Yashpal Kapur that he -was 
a free man straightaway and (hat his resignation was accep- 
ted. He was then questioned in cross-examination whether 
it is permissible to appoint a government servant by word 
of mouth and to dispense with his services by word of 
mouth, and to that he replied: 

“I am not aware of any rule under which it is per- 
missible to make appointments by word of mouth. 
In my opinion, the services of a temporary Govem- 


It was then put to him whether it was the practice pre- 
valent in the offices of the Government of India and h« 
replied : — 

“I have held charge of large and important offices both 
insiac the country and abroad and this is the prac- 
tice 1 have followed turd that practice has never 
been questioned so far.” 

The aforesaid statement made by Sri T. N, Haksar is 
not at all understandable to me. Appointment of persons 
in Government offices, more so to Gazetted posts, as well 
as termination of their services, is now governed by statu- 
tory rules, and the appointing authorities have to act under 
those rules in order to appoint a government servant and in 
order to dispense with the services of a Government servant. 
It is the implied mandate of the rules that there should be an 
order in writing terminating his services. In the absence of 
any rules, appointing and removing of government servant by 
word of mouth cannot be imagined. Needless to say that 
Sri Haksar expressed his inability to mention any rule under 
which it was permissible to appoint people and to remove 
them by word of mouth. The statement appears to have 
been made only to fortify the plea set up by the respondent 
no. 1 in the additional written statement regarding oral accep- 
tance of the letter of resignation. It will not be out of 
place to mention in that connection that the respondent no. 1 
filed her written statement on or about 2nd August 1971 
(the written statement was verified on 2nd August 1971). 
The additional written statement was filed on or about 27th 
August 1972 (it was verified on that day). The plea of oral 
acceptance of resignation was not set up in the original written 
statement, It was for the first time set uo in the additional 
written statement which was filed after a lapse of one from 
the date on which the original .statement, was filed. The plea, 
therefore, appears to be an afterthought. 

Since Sri P. N, Haksar stated that verbal orders had to 
be allowed by orders in writing, he was questioned whether 
any order in writing had been passed on the letter of resigna- 
submilted by Sri Yashpal Kapur on 13th January 1971 and 
he said that he was not aware of it. He was then ques- 
tioned whether he ever sent for the letter of resignation in 
order to see if any order in writing had been passed there 
on or not, and to that he also replied that he did not re- 
member. The point was pressed further in cross-examina- 
tion as would appear from the following question and 
answer; — 

“Q. You said that a verbal order is always followed 
bv an order in writing. You were the appointing 
authority of the O.S.D, Did you at any stage, as 
Secretary and appointing authority of the O.S.D., 
make sure after )3th of January 1971 that an order 
in writing had been passed in confirmation of the 
order that had been passed by you verbally? 

A. I do not recollect at the moment whether the letter 
of resignation was at any stage recalled by me to 
make sure whether any order in writing had been 
passed.” 

Further on Sri P. N. Haksar said ; 

"T must have passed some order in writing on the letter 
of resignation of Sri Yashpal Kapur, but I do not 
today remember as a matter of fact whether 1 
did or did not pass the order." (underlining by me.) 

The aforesaid statement made by Sri P. N. Haskar 

speaks for itself and hardly calls for any comment. Need- 

less to say that it cannot be held for any moment on the basis 
of the statement made by Sri P. N. Haksar that any order 
In writing was passed on the letter of resignation of Sri 
Yashpal Kapur till the date on which an order accepting 
the resignation was sent for being notified in the Gazette, 
In other words, the only order on record which can be said 
to have been passed in the letter of resignation of Sri Yashpal 
Kanur is that which is contained in the notification (Exh. 
A-8) dated 25th of January 1971. The letter of resignation 
of Sri Yashpal Kapur was in the custody of the respondent 

no. 1, and Sri P. N. Haksar was the best person to know 
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If any order accepting the resignation had been passed prior 
to 25th of January 1971. Since no evidence, oral or docu- 
mentary, has been brought on record in order to show that 
any order in writing had been passed on the letter of resigna- 
tion of Sri Ynshpal Kapur prior to 25th of January 1971, it 
should be held that an order was passed on the letter of 
resignation only on 25th of January 1971 accepting the 
same. 

It is true that, according to the Gazette notification (Exh. 
A-8), the resignation of Sri Yashpal Kapur had been accepted 
with effect from 14th January 1971, It cannot, however, 
be ignored that the order accepting the resignation was 
passed on 25th of Jarman' 1971. Till that order was passed 
the status of Sri Yashpal Kapur continued to remain that 
a Government servant despite the fact that when that order 
was passed it was given retrospective effect so as to bo valid 
from 14th of January 1971. 

The question as to when does a resignation take effect has 
come in for consideration in quite a few cases. In case 
Ram Murti v. Sumba Sardar & others (2 Election Law Re- 
ports 331) one of the respondents was a teacher in a school 
and therefore held an office of profit. He tendered an un- 
qualified resignation of his office on 19th of October 1951. 
He was intimated that he could not be relieved until a sub- 
stitute was available. He then applied for one month’s leave 
on medical certificate on 6th November 1951 and ceased to 
work. On 10th November 1951 he filed his nomination 
paper. His resignation was accepted on 14th January 1952. 
It was held that the respondent did not cease to hold his 
office by tendering his resignation or by ceasing to work 
and was unqualified to sand for election on 10th of Novem- 
ber 1951. The following observation contained in that case 
at page 336 appears to be material; 

“The point material for consideration now Is if the sub- 
mission of resignation by the respondent even with- 
out its acceptance by the authorities tantamounts to 
cessation or service. Article 310 of the Indian 
Constitution is that except as expressly provided by 
the Constitution, every person who is a member of 
a civil service of a State or holds any civil post 
under a State holds office during the pleasure of 
the Governor. If a person is to held office during 
the pleasure of the Governor or the Union as the 
case may bo it is impossible to think that the per- 
son holding the office shall hold it at his pleasure. 
The respondent no. 1 as the holder of a post under 
the State was therefore not free to cease the service 
at his pleasure so long as he held the post under 
the State.” 

In case Bahori Lai Paliwal v. District Magistrate, Bulond- 
shahr (A.I.R. 1956; 511 F. B.) the same question arose for 
consideration qua the Chairman, Town Area Committee and 
it was observed: — 


In certain cases a resignation may bo effective as soon 
as it is delivered to the proper authority. In other 
cases it may not be effective till It is accepted by 
that authority. In voluntarily organisations like 
Clubs a person is free to bo a member and, unless 
the contrary Is laid down In the rules of the asso- 
ciation, he is free to resign at any time he likes.” 

Thereafter reference was made to Halsbury’s Laws of Eng- 
land, Simonds Edition, Vol. V 61 and the Court proceeded 
to say : — 


"But ffi corporation created by Statute for the discharge 
of public functions a member may not have an 
absolute right to resign at will, because the law 
may cast a duty upon the person elected to a pub- 
lie office to act in that office in the public interest.*’ 


T*' ? 1 ! ed 'Yi* approval the following observatioi 

from the decision of the Supreme Court of the United State 

314(C) fdS M ’ Edwards v ' Unlted States (1880) 26 LE 


“In 


England a person elected to the Municipal offfi 
was obliged to accept It and perform its duties ar 
subject himself to a penalty by refusal. An offli 

a ? bl,rde " r hkh toe appointee w; 
bound, m tho Interest of the community and goc 


Government, to bear. And from this it followed 
of course that, after an office was conferred and 
assumed, it could not be laid down without the 
consent of the appointing power. 

This was required in order that the public interests 
might suffer no inconvenience for the want of pub- 
lic servants to execute the laws. ... To complete 
a resignation it is necessary that the corporation 
manifest their acceptance of the offer to resign, 
which may be done by an entry in the public books, 
or electing another person to fill the place, treating 
it as vacant.” 

It was held in the case that since the Chairman had with- 
drawn the resignation before its acceptance by the District 
Magistrate, there whs no right left in the District Magis- 
trate to accept the resignation even though it was uncondi- 
tional. 

In the case Raj Kumar v. Union of India (A.I.R. 1969 
Supreme Court 180) it was observed 


"Termination of an employment by order passed by 
the Government does not become effective until 
the order is Intimated to the employee. But where 
a public servant has invited by his letter of resig- 
nation determination of his employment, his ser- 
vices normally stand terminated from the date on 
which the letter of resignation is accepted by the 
appropriate authority and, in the absence of any 
law or rule governing the conditions of his service 
to the contrary, it wall not be open to the public 
servant to withdraw his resignation after it Is ac- 
cepted by the appropriate authority. Till the resig- 
nation is accepted by the appropriate authority in 
consonance with the rules governing the acceptance, 
the public servant concerned has locus paenltentiae 
but not thereafter.” 

The view expressed by the Supreme Court in the aforesaid 
case Raj Kumar v. Union of India was reiterated when the 
present case went up before the Supreme Court (Raj Narain 
v. Smt. Indira Nehru Gandhi : A.I.R. 1972 Supreme Court 
1302). 


On the basis of the declaration of law in the aforesaid 
decisions it can be said that Sri Yashpal Kapur continued 
to remain In the service of th? Government of India till 25th 
of January, 1971, on which date the order accepting his 
resignation was passed. According to the dicta laid down 
in those cases, till 25th of January 1971 Sri Yashpal Kapur 
could even ask for the withdrawal of his resignation. The 
fact that by the order dated 2Jth of January 1971 the order 
accepting resignation was given effect from 14th of January, 
1971 cannot lead to tho conclusion that Sri Yashpal Kapur 
ceased to be a Government servant with effect from 1 4th of 
January 1971. 


Learned counsel for the respondent no. 1 then referred 
me to the part of the statement made by the respondent 
no. 1 (R.W. 37) wherein she stated that on 13th January 
1971 Sri Yashpal Kapur visited her and said that he had 
reconsidered the matter and was clear in his mind that he 
must resign, whereupon the respondent no. 1 said to Sri 
Ynshpal Kapur that he should go to Sri P. N. Haksar to 
complete the formalities. Learned counsel urged that this 
virtually amounts to tendering of resignation by Sri Yashpal 
Kapur orally to respondent no. 1. Learned counsel referred 
me to the meaning of the expressions ’Mode of resignation* 
and ‘Mode of acceptance’ from Corpus Juris Secondum In 
order to contend that a resignation can be tendered orally 
and can be accepted orally, I do not think the argument 
carrios any force. While defining ’Mode of resignation’ it is 
also mentioned in the Corpus Juris Secondum : 

“Where no particular mode of resigning an office is 
provided by constitutional or statutory requirements, 
no formal method is necessary; It may be by parole 
or it may be implied. A mode of resignation pres, 
cribed by statute generally is exclusive,” (Under- 
lining is by me). 

Similarly while defining the expression ’Mode of acceptance’ 
" is also mentioned fn the Corpus Juris Secondum : 



Sec. 3 (ii) ] 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JULY 12, 1975/^SADHA 21, 1897 


2489 


“Where no particular mode of accepting a resignation 
is provided by constitution or statute, no formal 
mode of acceptance is necessary, and it may be 
by parole, or It may be shown by performance of 
an official act which could not be legally performed 
unless the resignation was accepted." (Underlining 
is by me). 

I have already pointed out earlier that in the matter of 
resignation and termination of service, the parties viz, the 
Government of India and Sri Yushpal Kapur were governed 
by the Central Civil Services (Temporary Service) Rules, 
1949, which were statutory rules. It cannot, therefore, be 
accepted on the basis of the meaning assigned to the afore- 
said expressions in Corpus juris secondum that the resigna- 
tion could be tendered by Sri Ynshpal Kapur orally or 
could be accepted orally. 


I earned counsel then urged that in any case a resignation, 
in order to be effective, does not call for a formal order 
of acceptance and that it becomes effective as soon as it is 
tendered. In support of this contention, learned counsel 
referred me to Articles 56, 67, 90(b), 101(3)(b), 124(2) Cl 

(a) of the proviso, 156, 190(3), 217(l)(a) and 316 cl. (a) ol 
the proviso, I have looked into all these Articles. Option 
has been given to the persons mentioned in these Articles, 
to resign front their seat or office by writing under their 
hand addressed to tile relevant authority. Thus, by letter 
of law, the matter of resignation in regard to the persons 
specified in the aforesaid Articles of the Constitution has 
been made an unilateral act. These Articles could have no 
application to Sri Yashpal Kapur, who was governed by 
separate set of rules, already mentioned above. 


Learned counsel for the respondent no. 1 then referred 
me to a few English cases in support of his contention that 
resignation, in order 1o be effective, begs no formal order 
for its acceptance. The. cases are ; — 

(a) In the Matter of the Gloucester, Aberystwith and 

South Wales Railway Company and of the Joint 

Stock Companies Winding-up Acts Mainlands’ Caso 

(English Reports 43 Chancery 708); 

(b) Latchford Premier Cinema, Limited v. Ennlon 

(Chancery Division, Vol. 2 1931); 

(c) Morris v. Baron and Company (1918 A.C. 1); 

(d) Attorney-General for New South Wales v. Perpetual 

Trustee Co. (Ltd.) and others (1955 1 All England 

Law Reports 846); and 

(e) Glossop v. Glossop (1907 Vol. 2, Chancery Divi- 

sion). 

Learned counsel also referred to the Queen’s Bench decision 
In the case : — 

Inland Revenue Commissioners vs. Hambrook [1956(1) 

All England Law Reports 8071. 

as also to the decision of the Court of Appeal in the same 
case reported in 1956 (3) All England Law Reports 338. 

AH these cases are clearly distinguishable. Maitlands' 
case relates to the resignation by the director of a company. 
It does not relate to the resignation by a public servant. 
It does not appear from the report of the case that the 
Articles of Association of the Company prescribed any mode 
for tendering a resignation or accepting it. In the case 
Latchford Premier Cinema Ltd, v. Ennion again the matter 
did not relate to the resignation of a public servant but 
resignation by director of a company, The resignation 
having been tendered and accepted at the annual general 
meeting, it was said that it was case of mutual agreement. 
Morris v. Baron and Company case relates to a contract of 
tale of goods and not to any resignation whatsoever. In 
the case Glossop v. Glossop again the matter in issue was 
the resignation of a director of a limited liability company. 
On the basis of the Articles of Association of the Company 
it was held that the resignation became effective as soon 
as it was tendered. The remaining three cases only deal 
with the relations between the Crown and its servants. 


ft cannot, therefore, be accepted on the basis of anything 
said in the aforesaid cases that the resignation tendered by 
Sri Yashpal Kapur, who was governed by statutory rules, 
became effective immediately after it w-as tendered. 

Learned counsel for the respondent no. 1 then referred 
me to Rodgers on Election, 20th Edition, Vol. 2, page 21, 
mentioning the cases of Abrobrothock and Lanarkshire, in 
order to support his argument. The first case is of the year 
1748 and the other ot the year 1774 and they relate to 
Scotland. It will thus appear that these cases are two centu- 
ries old. We do not know what were the rules governing 
the matter of resignation in Scotland during that time. That 
apart, both these cases have been considered and distinguished 
in the case Sudarsnna Rao v. Christian Pillai and others 
(A.I.R. 1924 Madras 306), and again in the case Ram 
Murti v. Sumba Sadar and others (2 E.L R. 331 at p. 337). 

No reliance can consequently be placed on the aforesaid 
two cases mentioned in the Book ‘Rodgers on Election’. 

Coming to the Indian decisions, learned counsel for the 
respondent no. 1 first referred mo to the caso P. R. N. Abdul 
Haq v. Catpadi Industries Limited (A.I.R. 1960 Madras 
482). This case again relates to the director of a company. 

It docs not appear that there was anything in the Articles 
of Association of the Company relevant the subject. There- 
fore, relying on the English cases, it was held that a director, 
who has resigned, will be deemed to huve resigned from the 
dale of his resignation. This case can have no application 
to the case before me. 

Learned counsel next referred me to the case A. H. 
Rangrez v. M. N. Koul & others (40 Election Law Reports 
130). In this case an orderly-peon of Public Health Engi- 
neering Department tendered resignation on 3rd August, 1966. 

It kept moving between a couple of offices and was accepted 
on 27th of February 1967 with effect from .3rd August, 1966. 
The orderly-peon had filed his nomination paper some time 
before 23rd January, 1967. The scrutiny of the nomination 
papers took place on 23rd January, 1967. The question 
arose whether the petitioner, namely the orderly-peon held 
any office of profit on the date of scrutiny of the nomina- 
tion papers and was disqualified to be chosen. It was held 
that since the resignation had been accepted with effect 
from a date prior to the date of scrutiny it could not be 
held that the petitioner held any office of profit on that 
date. There arc two things worthy of notice about this case. 

In the first instance, we do not know what were the rules 
governing the service conditions of orderly-peons in Jammu 
& Kashmir (to which place this case relates). Further, there 
is no discussion in the case on the point as to what was 
the status of the petitioner between the date on which the 
resignation was tendered and the date on which the order 
accepting the resignation was passed. In the present case 
(Raj Narain v. Smt. Indira Nehru Gandhi) also similar situa- 
tion had arisen earlier when the case went up before the 
Supreme Court and the Supreme Court observed (Raj Narain 
v. Smt. Indira Nehru Gandhi : A.I.R. 1972 S.C, 1302 at p. 
1308) : — 

“Yashpal Kapur appears to have tendered his resignation 
to the office he was holding on January 13, 1971. 
The certified copy of the notification produced 
shows that the President accepted his resignation 
on the 23th of January, 1971 and the same was 
Gazetted on February 6, 1971. The order of the 
President shows that he accepted Yashpal Kapur’s 
resignation with effect from January 14, 1971 . The 
learned Trial Judge without examining the true 
effect of the President’s order has abruptly come 
to the conclusion that Yashpal Kapur’s resignation 
became effective as from January 14, 1971. This 
conclusion, in our opinion, requires re-examination,’’ 

As already stated, there is no detailed examination of that 
point in the case A. H. Rangrez v. M N. Kaul and others. 
It is, therefore, difficult for me to hold on the basis of the 
aforesaid decision that (he resignation of Yashpal Kapur 
took effect on 14th of January 1971, merely because the 
order dated 25th of January 1971, by which the resignation 
was accepted, has been made effective from that date. 

Learned counsel then referred me to the case V. P. 
Gindroniya v. State of Madhya Pradesh and another (A.I.R. 
1970 Supreme Court 1494). In this case the appellant gave 
a notice to the Government on June 6, 1964 terminating his 
service. The Government, however, issued him a show- 
cause notice for departmental inquiry. A question arose 
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whether the appellant continued to remain in service after 
June 6, 1964, The rules governing the service of the appel- 
lant in that case were akin to the Central Civil Services 
(Temporary Service) Rules. Rule 12 of those rules corres- 
ponded to rule 5 of the Central Civil Services (Temporary 
Service) Rules, After taking those rules into consideration, 
the Court observed ; — 

“There is hardly any room for dispute that the notice 
contemplated by the main clause (a) of rule 12 can 
be given either by the Government or its temporary 
servant. The rule in question specifically says so. 
It Is not necessary for us in the present case to 
decide whether the two provisos to that rule or 
clause (b) thereof apply to a notice given by a 
Government servant. The appellant has assumed 
that those provisions also apply to a notice given 
under that rule. We shall for the purposes of 
this case proceed on the basis of that assumption 
and see whether the appellant has satisfitd thaj part 
of the rule also." 

Thereafter, accepting that the appellant had satisfied that 
part of the rule, the Court held that the appellant was not 
in service after ho had tendered his resignation on June 6, 
1964. 

From the above it will appear that the case V. P. 
Gindroniya v. State of Madhya Pradesh & another (supra) 
Is distinguishable from the case Raj Kumar v. Union of 
India (supra), inasmuch as in the former case the Court pro- 
ceeded on the assumption that under the rules the Govern 
meat servant had a right to terminate his services forthwith 
by submitting his resignation and by tendering one month’s 
pay in lieu of the period of notice. On the language con- 
tained in rule 5 of the Central Civil Services (Temporary 
Service) Rules, 1949, it does not appear that a Government 
servant also has the right to terminate his services forthwith 
by a notice in writing, also tendering therewith one month’s 
pay and the allowances. That apart, it is not the respon- 
dent no. l’s plea in this case that, while tendering his resig- 
nation, Sri Yashpal Kapur also tendered or offered to tender 
one month’s pay or emoluments. This case Is also there- 
fore of no help to the respondent. 

Reference has also been made by learned counsel for 
respondent no. 1 to an unreported decision of the High 
Court of Punjab & Haryana, dated April 29, 1975 in Civil 
Writ No. 2083 of 1975 : Smt. Satwant Kaur v. State of 
Punjab and others. I have carefully gone through this deci- 
sion and I find that instead of supporting the 
contention raised by learned counsel for the respondent, it 
contradicts it. In this case the petitioner was a teacher in 
the Education Department of the State of Punjab and was 
on deputation in the Union territory of Chandigarh with 
effect from November 1, 1966. On 22nd April, 1975 the 
petitioner submitted her resignation along with one month's 
salary as she wanted to contest election to the legislative 
assembly of the State. The last date for filing nomination 
paper was April 30, 1975. Since the accepted of the peti- 
tioner’s resignation was being delayed she filed a writ petition 
asking for a writ of mandamus directing the respondents to 
accept the resignation and further to declare that the peti- 
tioner was no longer in the service of the State of Punjab 
or the Union territory with effect from the date of her resig- 
nation. It was observed : — 

“Right to enter into a contract implies a right to get 
out of it. The petitioner while accepting service 
in the State of Punjab had obviously entered into 
a contract of service. Such a contract can be ter- 
minated by making an offer to the appointing autho- 
rity which is to be accepted by it within a reason- 
able time. What is a reasonable time for the 
acceptance of an offer of this type depends upon 
the circumstances of each case. In a situation like 
this when a public servant tenders resignation in 
order to contest an election, the resignation tendered 
by him should be accepted as early as possible and 
under all circumstances prior to the date on which 
fhe nomination papers can be filed for the last 
time.” 

With the above observation the Court directed the res- 
pondents “to accept the resignation of the petitioner from 
the post of teacher held by her by today”. 
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From the above it will appear that the Court considered 
the acceptance of the resignation to be essential for the 
termination of the service of the petitioner. Otherwise the 
Court could very well declare that, since the resignation had 
been tendered on 22nd April, 1975 along with one month’s 
salary, it became effective that very day and the petitioner 
ceased to be in the employ of the Government from that 
day. NeedleBS to say that a declaration to that effect had 
actually been asked for by the petitioner in the writ petition 
and yet it was not granted, Instead the Court directed the 
respondents to accept the resignation. Therefore, as already 
stated, this argument more supports the stand taken by the 
petitioner than the contention raised on behalf of the res- 
pondents. 

Learned counsel for the respondent lastly urged that, 
according to the evidence on record, Sri Yashpal Kapur had 
ceased to work with effect from the afternoon of 13th of 
January 1971 and had also submitted a charge report on 
the same date, though it was dated as 14th January, 1971. 
On this basis learned counsel urged that Sri Yashpal Kapur 
was relieved of his work and consequently it should be held 
that his resignation became effective from 14th of January 
1971. 

Now so far as the cessation of the work is concerned, 
I do not think that by itself it can bring about termination 
of employment, for, such cessation of work and absence 
from duty can always be regularised later by applying for 
leave with or without pay. As for the charge report, it 
may be mentioned that neither the charge report nor any 
copy thereof has been got exhibited in the case. The res- 
pondent no doubt examined Sri K. P. Sood (R.W. 8), Sec- 
tion Officer of the Office of the Accountant General (Central 
Revenues), New Delhi, to prove that Sri Yashpal Kapur 
was paid his salary only for the period ending on 13th of 
January 1971. Sri Sood, however, conceded in cross-exami- 
nation that the salary for the period ending on 13th January, 
1971 was passed for payment as late as Z8th August, 1972. 
The evidence of Sri K. P. Sood cannot, therefore, be proof 
of the fact that a charge report had actually been submitted 
by Sri Yashpal Kapur on 13th of January 1971. But as- 
suming that a charge report had been submitted by Sri 
Yashpal Kapur when he submitted his resignation on 13th 
January, 1971, I do not think mere submission of a charge 
report along with the letter of resignation, in anticipation 
of the resignation being accepted by the appointing autho- 
rity, can bring about the termination of the service, regard- 
less of the fact whether the resignation is accepted or not. 
This argument also therefore fails to convince me. 

No other argument having been raised, my finding on 
Issue No. 3 of the additional issues is that Sri Yashpal 
Kapur continued to be in the service of the Government of 
India till 25th of January 1971. 

ISSUE NO. 1 (first set) 

and 

ISSUE NO, 1 (of the additional Issues). 

Both these issues arc repetition of each other word for 
word and arc therefore being taken up at one place. The 
question for consideration under this issue is : — 

Whether respondent no 1 obtained and procured the 
assistance of Sri Yashpal Kapur in furtherance of 
the prospects of her election while he was still a 
Gazetted Officer in the service of the Government 
of India. 

Learned counsel for both the parties argued the matter 
by splitting the entire period from 29th of December 197] 
onwards into three sub-periods, viz — 

(1) the period ending on 13th January, 1971; 

(2) the period from 14th to 25th January, 1971; 

and 

(3) the period from 26th January to 6th February, 1971. 
I would consider the evidence and the arguments advanced 
on either side in the same arrangement, 

1. Period ending on 7-1-1971. 
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The petitioner's case is that the respondent no. 1 had held 
herself out as a candidate from Rae Bareli parliamentary 
constituency on 29th of December 1970, when she held the 
press conference at Delhi, and that Sri Yashpal Kapur 
(R,W. 32) started doing election work, for her with effect 
from the same date, It is further the petitioner’s case that 
on 7th of January 1971 Sri Yashpal Kapur accompanied 
Sri Gulzari Lai Nanda to Rne Bareli where they first held a 
meeting with public representatives at Rae Bareli and then 
delivered speeches in the Shaheed Mela held in Munshigan], 
seeking support for the candidature of respondent. 1 . 

The respondent no. 1 denied that she held herself out 
as a candidate on any date prior to 1st of February 1971. 
According to her, it was for the first time on 1st of Febru- 
ary 1971 at Rae Bareli that she held herself out as a candi- 
date from that constituency. It has also been denied by 
the respondent no, 1 that Sri Yashpal Kapur did any elec- 
tioneering work for her till that date. 

Now, while recording my finding on Add). Issue no. 2 
I have already discarded the respondent no. l’s plea that 
she held herself out as a candidate for the first time on 
1st of February 1971. 1 have further recorded a positive 

finding that the respondent no. 1 held herself out as a can- 
didate with effect from 29th December, 1970. The whole 
matter has to be considered in that background. 

It shall first be necessary to notice a few circumstances 
which have a material bearing on the point under considera- 
tion. 

On the own admission of Sri Yashpal Kapur (R.W. 32) 
he had been working in the Prime Minister’s secretariat 
since 1951. He further conceded that during the years 1956 
and 1964 he was working at the Prime Minister’s secretariat 
at his residence and, since the respondent, no. 1 was hostess, 
she occasionally called for his assistance for certain functions 
which she had to perform, with ihe result that the respondent 
no. 1 had come to know about his work fairly well. He also 
stated that when the respondent no. 1 was appointed as 
Minister for Information and Broadcasting, he was transferred 
to the Ministry of Information and Broadcasting at the ins- 
tance of the respondent no. 1, and that when the respondent 
no. 1 became Prime Minister he was again transferred back 
to the Prime Minister’s secretariat and was appointed as 
Private Secretary to her In 1967. when the respondent no. 

1 was to contest election from Rac Bareli Parliamentary cons- 
tituency, he resigned his post in the respondent’s secretariat 
and worked for respondent no. 1 in Rae Bareli constituency. 
After the 1967 elections were over he rejoined the respon- 
dent’s secretariat, and according to him, he did so on the 
insistence of the respondent no. 1 herself. The relevant 
portion of the statement of Sri Yashpal Kapur in this connec- 
tion reads as follows:— 

”1 left public life in 1967 and joined the Prime Minister’s 
secretariat because the respondent no. 1 asked me 
(o help her in the discharge of her duties. It was 
thus on her request that I rejoined the Prime Minis- 
ter’s secretariat as Officer on Special Duty. I 
did not make any formal application while joining 
the Prime Minister’s secretariat in April 1967. It 
the respondent no. 1 had not requested me I would 
not have joined the Government service in April 

1967. [ agreed to join because I found that the 

Prime Ministe was keen on that point.” 

It will thus appear that, in view of the fact (hat Sir Yashpal 
Kapur had beon working cither with the father of 
the respondent no. 1 or with the respondent no, 
1 herself since quite along time, Sri Yashpal Kapur 

had obtained complete confidence of the respondent 

no. 1, so much so that he even resigned from his 
post in order to do electioneering work for the respondent, 
when the latter contested election for the Lok Sabha in 
1967. After Sri Yashpal Kapur had done that job for the 
respondent no. 1, he was reappointed in the Prime Minister’s 
secretariat. If the statement made by Sri Yashpal Kapur is 
correct, the respondent no. 1 almost considered his services 
indispensable and insisted on him to join her secretariat to 
assist her in the discharge of her official duties. 

In the above background, once it has been accepted that 
the respondent no. 1 had held herself out as a candidate from 


Rae Bareli constituency from 29th December 1970, the fact 
that Sri Yashpal Kapur visited Rae Bareli on 7th of January 
1971 could well be associated with the election work of 
the respondent no, 1 . In this connection it is also worthy 
of notice that on 5th of January, 1971 Raja Dinesh Singh, 
who was then a Minister in the Government of India, had 
visited Rae Bareli and, according to the suggestion made to 
Ram Kumar Singh (P.W. 42), he held a meeting in the Cent- 
ral Election Office at Rae Bareli and told the workers that 
the respondent no. 1 was to contest election front Rae 
Bareli. According to Ram Kumar Singh, Raja Dinesh 
Singh even asked him to help the respondent no. 1. The 
suggestion made to Rant Kumar Singh itself shows that 
the visit of Raja Dinesh Singh was connected with the 
election of the respondent no. 1. It would so appear from 
the following question put to Ram Kumar Singh in cross- 
examination: — 

“I suggest to you that Raja Dinesh Singh was only 
investigating the possibility whether respondent no. 

1 should or should not fight election." 

Having thus stated the surrounding circumstances of tho 
case, I now proceed to conside the evidence adduced by 
ihe parties in suppot of their respective contentions, 

The petitioner examined Nankau (P.W. 28), R. K. Dixit 

alias Phakkar (P.W. 31) and Sri Vidya Shankar Yadav (P.W, 
43) in order to prove that in tho spcc.h delivered by Sri 
Yashpal Kapur on 7th January 1971 in the Shaheed Mela 
at Munshiganj he canvassed support for the respondent no. 

1. The petitioner also relied on an issue of the newspaper 
“Beer Vnishwaru’ (Fxh. 67) for this purpose. 

Nankau (P.W. 28) is Pradhan of the Gaon Sabha Jhakrasi. 
He said that his village was about half a mile away only 
from Munshiganj, that he attended the Shaheed Mela at 
Munshiganj and further that Sri Gulzari Lai Nanda, the then 
Railway Minister, Government of India, said in Ihe meeting 
that the respondent no. 1 wanted to contest election from 
Rae Bareli constituency and that the people should give her 
their note in order to enable her to win the election. Nankau 
further said that Sri Yashpal kapnr said the same thing at 
the meeting. 

The fact that Sarvsri Gulzari Lai Nanda and Yashpal 
Knpur attended the Saheed Mela at Munshiganj on 7th of 
January 1971 has no! been controverted on behalf of the 
respondent no. 1. The contention raised on behalf of the 
respondent, however, is two-fold: — - 

(1) that the evidence adduced by Nankau, and for that 

matter by other witnesses, with regard to the alleg- 
ed speeches delivered in the Shaheed Mela at 
Munshiganj on 7th January 1971 is not admissible 
because no such meeting was pleaded by Ihe peti- 
tioner; 

and 

( 2) that in any case even though Sri Yashpal Kapur, 

uccompanicd by Sri Gulzari Lai Nanda, attended 
the Shaheed Mela at Munshiganj on the aforesaid 
date and also delivered speeches there, they did not 
say anything pertaining to the candidature of res- 
pondent no. 1 in the election but only paid tributes 
to the martyrs. 

Now, so far as the first contention is concerned, it is 
explicitly alleged in para 5 of the petition that tho election 
work done by Sri Yashpal Kapur, inter alia, included ‘mak- 
ing speeches in support of the candidature of respondent no. 
1 Smt. Tndira Nehru Gandhi on 7th of January 1971 as well 
as on other dates canvassing for \otes’. It is true that it is 
not mentioned in the petition that Sri Yashpal Kapur made 
any speech in the Shaheed Mela at Munshiganj. Since, 
however, it was clearly alleged that a speech was delivered 
by Sri Yashpal Kapur canvassing support for respondent no. 
1 on 7th of January 1971, (be mere fact that the place of 
the meeting was not alleged cannot be said to be a material 
omission. It is also worthy of notice that no objection in 
writing was filed on behalf of the respondent no. 1 urging 
that the aforesaid part, of the pleadings contained in para 5 
of the petition were vague and that better particulars should 
be furnished. An oral objection was raised at the time the 
statement of Nankau was being recorded, namely that it 
was not alleged in the petition that any meeting was held 
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at Munshiganj on 7th of January, 1971. I have, however, 
already stated that the fact of a meeting having been held on 
7th January, 1971 and speech having been delivered by Sri 
Yashpal Kapur in that meeting docs find place in the petition. 
Jf the respondent felt that it was necessary to know the 
place of the meeting, an objection could be filed on her be- 
half In that regard at the proper stage and the petitioner 
could then be called upon to furnish the particulars. The 
respondent no. 1 had every opportunity to cross-esumine 
Nankau and the other witnesses who deposed about the 
meeting held at Munshiganj on 7th of January, 1971. It 
was also open to the respondent no. 1 to adduce any amount 
of evidence in rebuttal. In fact the respondent no. I has 
adduced that evidence. Once the parties have joined issue 
on that point and have led evidence, the objection raised 
by learned counsel for the respondent no. 1 cannot be 
countenanced, more particularly because learned counsel for 
the respondent no. I has failed to show that any prejudice 
has been caused to the respondent no. 1 for the reason of 
the place of the meeting not having been disclosed in the 
petition. 

Coming to the merits of the evidence of P.W. Nankau, 
learned counsel for the respondent urged that Nankau could 
not tell the dates on which he had visited his relations ; that 
he could not tell the date on which his marriage took place; 
that he could not tell the dale of birth of his first child nor 
could he tell the date of birth of his youngest child. It 
was urged that if Nankau could not remember unv of the 
aforesaid dates, it did not appear probable that he could 
remember about the date of the alleged meeting held at 
Munshiganj. The argument fails to convince me. It is 
admittted on both hands that during the non-cooperation 
movement shooting had taken place at Munshiganj resulting 
in loss of life of some people, who were fighting for the 
freedom of the country, (t is again admitted on both hands 
that in the memory of those persons who lost their lives 
in that incident a ‘Shahced Mela’ is held on 7th of January 
every year at Munshiganj. The Shahced Mela has thus a 
special significance for those residing near about Munshiganj, 
and since the mela takes place every year on the same date, 
there was absolutely no improbability in Nankau having re- 
membered the date even though he could not recollect the 
dates of other events in his life. 

Learned counsel next contended that, on the own ad- 
mission of Nankau P.W., Lima Shankcr Yadav contested 
election from Rac Bareli, constituency as a B.K.D, candidate 
in the election that look place in 1974 and that he was a 
worker for Uma Shankar Yadav. On this basis it was stress- 
ed that Nankau belongs to a hostile party and it should 
therefore be inferred that he came forward to give evidence 
about the alleged speech delivered by Sri Yashpal Kapur on 
account of bis political association with the hostile party. I 
am afraid, the mere fact that in the year 1974 Nankau 
worked for u B.K.D. candidate cannot constitute a sufficient 
ground for discarding his testimony. So many persons, who 
do not have any association with a political party, sometimes 
come forward to serve a candidate sponsored by that party, 
not because of their association with the party put on the 
ground of their association with the candidate himself 
in one way or the other. That by itself does not make them 
unreliable witnesses. In the case of Ambika Saran Singh. V. 
Mahant Mahadeo Nand Giri (41 Election Law Reports 183 
at p. 193) the Supreme Court said: — 

“We do not in the present case have to decide whether 
a person acting as a polling agent or a counting 
agent or a person wishing the success of a parti- 
cular candidate is necessarily an interested witness. 
Assuming that he is, his evidence cannot be rejected 
only for that reason. At the most the Court in 
such a case should scrutinise his testimony closely 
and demand corroboration before acting upon it.” 

It could not be shown in the instant case that the evi- 
dence of Nankau is otherwise inconsistent or infirm. I have 
already stated earlier that looking to the setting in which Sri 
Yashpal Kapur came to Rae Bareli on 7th of January 1971, 
it is not improbable that, while delivering speech in the 
Shaheed Mela at Munshiganj, he exploited the occasion also 
to canvass support for the respondent no. 1 in the election. 
The statement made by Nankau thus is therefore amply 
supported by the surrounding circumstances. 


Some stress was also laid by learned counsel for the 
respondent no. 1 on the admission made by Nankau in 
cross-examination that it was for the first time in Court 
that he made a statement about the meeting held on 7th 
of January. 1971 and that he never told about that meeting 
to any person prior to it. It was argued that if Nankau did 
not make a statement about his visit to the Shaheed Mela 
at Munshiganj to any person, it is not understandable ns to 
how he could be cited as a witness in the case, and this 
impairs the value of his testimony, T am once again unable 
to agree, In the first instance, while saying that he did not 
make a statement about the meeting prior to his being 
examined in the case, he presumably meant a formal state- 
ment. But, even if he did not mention about it to any 

person even in mutual conversation prior to his being 

examined in Court, he was after all not the only person to 
have attended the meeting. There should have been quite 
a big gathering and any person who would have seen Nankau 
in the meeting could furnish information to the petitioner to 
enable him to examine Nankau as a witness in the case. 

Learned counsel Ihen said that according to the statement 
made by Nankau in cross-examination two other persons, 
namely Sarju Prasad and Ram Pal of Village Jhakrasi attend- 
ed the meeting and that all three of them had gone to the 

meeting together. Sarju Prasad and Ram Pal were examined 
as R.W. 12 and R.W. 13 respectively, It was stressed by 
learned counsel for the respondent that, according to the 
submissions on oath made by Sarju Prasad and Ram Pal 
R.Ws,, they never went to Saheed Mela at Munshiganj and 
this establishes that the statement made by Nankau is 
wholly false. In view of this contention raised on behalf of 
the respondent, it will be appropriate to consider the evidence 
of Sarju Prasad (R.W. 12) and Ram Pal (R.W. 13) at this 
very stage. 

Sarju Prasad (R.W. 12) and Ram Pal (R.W. 13) are 
residents of village Jhakrasi and both of them said that 
they did not go to attend the Saheed Mela in January 1971, 

I do not, however, feej impressed with their evidence. Sarju 
Prasad was a teacher in a Primary Pathshala duriqg the 
year 1971 He conceded in cross-examination that Gaya 
Prasad Shukla was the Adhyksha of the Zila Parishad and 
that his Pathshala was run by the Zila Parishad. It may 
be recalled that Gaya Prasad Shukla was doing important 
work In the election. The copies of the tour programmes 
of the respondent no. 1 used to be issued to him. It was 
he who issued a general appeal in support of the candidature 
of the respondent no. 1 (Exh. 24), and it was he who, accord- 
ing to Sri Yashpal Kapur, was maintaining the accounts per- 
taining to the election of the respondent no, 1, It is quite 
likely that once Nankau had conceded in cross-examination 
that Sarju Prusad had accompanied him to the Shaheed 
Mela, pressure was brought to bear on Sarju Prasad (R.W. 
12) by Gaya Prfasad Shukla in order to make him appear 
as a witness in the case and give evidence to contradict the 
testimony of Nankau. It is true that in his re-examination 
Sarju Prasad admitted that on the date on which he was 
examined as a witness in the case the school was being run 
by the Government under the control of the District Basic 
Education Officer. However, the association that Gaya 
Prasad Shukla bad with the Pathshala in his capacity as 
Adhyaksha, and consequently with Sarju Prasad, who was 
a teacher in that Pathshala, could not have been wiped off 
overnight merely because the school was taken over by the 
Government to be run under its own officers. Material was 
also elicited in the cross-examination of Sarju Prasad to 
show that he did not exhibit a straight forward conduct while 
in the witness box. I have already said earlier that the 
Shaheed Mela at Munshiganj carried some importance in 
the locality. Sarju Prasad himself admitted that on 7th 
January 1971 the Pathshala was closed because of the 
Saheed Mela. It is then not improbable that Sarju Prasad 
R.W. would also have gone to the Saheed Mela, which was 
only one and half miles away from his village, particularly 
when a leader of all India importance, namely Sri Gulzari 
Lai Nanda had come to pay tributes to the martyrs. Sarju 
Prasad, however, stated that he had not been seen that site 
in Munshiganj on which the Shahced Mela takes place, and 
that he has never been to the Shaheed Mela. Now, this is 
a statement which cannot be accepted for any moment. 

Sarju Frasad (R.W. 12) is, therefore, not a reliable witness 
in my opinion and the evidence of Nankau cannot be dis- 
carded on the basis of his evidence. 
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Ram Pal (R.W. 13) also stated in cross-examination that 
he had not been to the Shaheed Mela since he had attained 
discretion. I have already said that Shaheed Mela carried 
some importance in the locality and, consequently, it cannot 
be accepted that he would not have gone to the Shaheed 
Mela during his life time. That alone shows that he was 
not making a true statement while in the witness-box. He 
admitted in cross-examination that Sri R. C. Shukla Advo- 
cate belongs to his village. This R. C, Shukla was at one 
stage doing pairvi on behalf of the respondent in this case 
and a complaint was lodged in the court on behalf of the 
petitioner that one of his witnesses was taken away by him 
to prevent the witness from giving evidence in the case. 
Notice for contempt was therefore issued against him, which 
has since been discharged. The fact that Sri R. C. Shukla 
was working for the respondent no. 1 during the election, 
was elicited in the cross-examination of Sri Yashpal Kapur 
(R.W. 32). Sri Mohan Lai Tripathi (P.W. 59), General 
Secretary, District Congress Committee (R), Rae Bareli, 
stated that Sri Ramcsh Chnnd Shukla was one of the general 
secretaries of the District Congress Committee (R) in 1970- 
1971. Now, since Ramcsh Chand Shukla Advocate is a 
resident of the same village where Ram Pal resided, and 
6ince he was an important worker for the respondent no. 1 
during the election and was also her pairokar at some stage, 
the possibility of Ram Pal having been pressurised by Sri 
Ramesh Chand Shukla cannot be excluded. Together with 
it there is also the fact that Sri Gaya Prasad Shukla, another 
important workers of the respondent no. 1, happened to be 
the Adhyaksha of the Zila Parishad during the period the 
witness was examined in the case. It is a matter of common 
knowledge that the Adhyaksha of the Zila Parishad always 
yields influence in the rural areas. It will not be out of 
place to add that when it was put to Ram Pal in cross-exami- 
nation ns to which party did Sri Ramesh Chand Shukla 
belong, he pleaded ignorance about it. It cannot bo accept- 
ed for any moment that even though Sri Shukla resided in 
the village in which this witness resided, and even though 
Sri Shukla was such a prominent worker of the Congress 
Party Ram Pal would not have known about it. 

All the above reasons make it abundantly clear that Ram 
Pal (R.W. 13) is also not a truthful witness. The evidence 
of Nankau cannot, therefore, be discarded on the basis of 
anything stated by him- 

No other criticism having been made against the evidence 
of Nankau (P.W. 8), I find that he is quite reliable witness 
and there is no risk in acting on his testimony. 

R. '}£. Dixit alias Phakkar (P.W- 31), during January to 
March 1971, was Joint Editor of ‘Beer Baishwara’, a weekly 
paper printed and published from Rae Bareli. He deposed 
that he also served that paper as a reporter, that he had 
himself attended the meeting that took place at Shaheed 
Smarak, Munshiganj, on 7th January, 1971, and that Sri 
Gulzari Lai Nanda and Sri Yashpal Kapur, besides others, 
delivered speeches in that meeting. Referring to the speech 
said to have been made by Sri Yashpal Kapui;, the witness 
deposed: — 

“Sri Yashpal Kapur in his speech said that respondent 
no. 1 shall contest election to the parliament from 
Rae Bareli constituency and, like the previous occa- 
sion, we should again make her successful.” 

The witness then referred to the news item relating to that 
meeting published in Beer Baishwara dated 9th January, 1971 
(p. 1 columns 1 and 2) and said that this report whs sent 
by him. The report has been marked ; Exh. 67). 


I was not even suggested to Sri R. K, Dixit alias P.W. that 
he had any affiliation with any political party, or with any 
candidate hostile to the respondent no. 1. It could also not 
be shown that he had any other reason in order to make 
a false statement affecting Sri Yashpal Kapur and the res- 
pondent no. 1. Learned counsel for the respondent no. 1, how- 
ever, pointed out that in the news item (Exh. 67) it is not ex- 
plicitly stated as to what had been said by Sri Yashpal Kapur 
in the speech delivered by him in the Shaheed Mela. Learn- 
ed counsel urged that on that ground the statement of Sri 
R. K. Dixit in Court should not be accepted. It is a matter 
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of common knowledge that it only the purport of the 
speeches that is sometimes published in the papers. In 
the first part of exhibit 67 it is stated 

Pradhan Maptri ke chunao prachar 
abhiyan ka Shri Ganesh dinank 5 
January ko kendriya Udyog Mantri dwara 
Congress Karyalaya men karya kartaon 
sambodhan se shuru hua jiska vidhivat 
udghatan 7 January ko Munshiganj Shaheed 
Ashthal par kendriya rail Mantri Shri 
Gulzarilal Nanda dwara aek bhaari Jansabha ke 
sambodhan se hua.” 

In the other part of the issue of ‘Beer Baiswara’ dated 9th 
January 1971 (Exh. 67) it is first stated that the Railway 
Minister Shri Gulzari Lai Nanda and Shri Yashpal JKnpur, 
Private Secretary of the respondent no. 1 reached Rae Bareli 
station on 7-1-1971 at 11.00 a,m. It is further slated that' 
in ihe Shaheed Mela held at Munshiganj, Sri Gulzari Lai 
Nanda delivered a speech and said that the respondent no. 

1 stood for removing poverty, starvation and unemployment 
from the country and that her hands should be strengthened 
by making her successful in the election. In the next para- 
raph it is said that the leaders of the District Congress 
ommittee, including Dal Bahadur Singh, Devi Charan 
Pandey, Ram Shankar Tripathi, Amresh Advocate, Ramesh 
Chand Shukla Advocate and Dr, P. N. Mehrotra, also de- 
livered speeches, throwing light on the policies of the res- 
pondent no. 1 and doing mud-slinging on the opposition par- 
ties. In the paragraph following it, there is mention of the 
fact that Sri Yashpal Kapur, Sri Medan Mohan Misra, Sri 
Shiv Shankar Singh and Sri I’armanand also delivered 
speeches in that meeting. Since Sri Gulzari Lai Nanda was 
the leading speaker, his speech was reported at length. There- 
after the names of other speakers were disclosed. Since the 
substance of their speeches was also the same as that of 
Sri Gulzari I,al Nanda, it was presumably considered futile 
to repeat it over again. Reading the news item as a whole, 
it is dear that all those persons who delivered speeches at 
the Shaheed Mela solicited support for the respondent no. 1 
as a candidate seeking election from Rae Bareli constituency. 
At one place in the news item, while referring to the subs- 
tance of the speech delivered by Sri Gulzari Lai Nanda, it is 
mentioned : — 

“Vashtava men chunao prachar sabha thi.” 

The contention raised by learned counsel for the respon- 
dent that, while sending report about the speeches delivered 
at. the Shaheed Mela (Munshiganj) on 7-1-1971, Sri R. K. 
Dixit alias Phakkar did not report the substance of the 
speech of Sri Yashpal Kapur ana, consequently, the statement 
made by him in Court about the contents of the speech de- 
livered by Sri Yashpal Kapur at the said Shaheed Mela 
should not be held to be true, is not justified and cannot be 
accepted. 

In my opinion, therefore, Sri R. K. Dixit alias Phakkar 
(P.W. 31) is quite an independent and reliable witness and 
there is no risk in acting on his testimony. 

Vidya Shankar Yadav (P.W. 43) is a practising Advocate. 
He deposed that he had also gone to the Shaheed Mela in 
order to attend the meeting that took place there. He fur- 
ther on stated that Sarvasri Gulzari Lai Nanda and Yashpal 
Kapur also delivered speeches in that meeting besides other 
persons and that Sri Yashpal Kapur, after paying tributes to 
the martyrs, said in his speech:— 

"Respondent No. 1 had successfully contested election 
earlier from Rae Bareli constituency ancl that she 
should contest election from the same constituency 
and we should make her successful." 

In cross-examination he said that in 1921 firing had taken 
place at Munshiganj in which a number of persons had lost 
their lives and that a meeting is held every year there in 
order to pay tributes to the martyrs. According to him, 
members of all political parties had attended that meeting 
and It was for that reason that he had gone to attend it. 
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It was elicited in the cross-examination of Sarju Prasad 
(R.W. 12) that a distance of two miles intervened between 
Munshiganj and Rae Bareli. Looking to the very small 
distance that intervenes between Rae Bareli find Munshiganj, 
and further looking to the fact that a meeting was to take 
place at Munshiganj for paying tributes to the martyrs and 
a leader of all India importance viz, Sri Gulzari Lul Nanda 
had come for the purpose, there is absolutely no improba- 
bility in Sri Vidya Shankar Yadav Advocate having gone 
to Munshiganj to attend the meeting, 

Learned counsel for the respondent No. 1 pointed at that, 
on his own admission, Sri Vidya Shankar Yadav was polling 
agent for the petitioner and also looked after his election 
work. It was also pointed out that, according to the ad- 
missions elicited in cross-examination, he belonged to Bhar- 
tiya Kranti Dal and, during the year 1974, he was a proposer 
of Uma Shankar Yadav who contested election as a candi- 
date of the Sanyukt Socialist Party. Learned counsel stres- 
sed that partly for the reason that this witness had worked 
for the petitioner in the election and partly for the reason 
that he belongs to the opposition party, it would be fraught 
with risk to rely on his testimony, True, Vidya Shankar 
Yadav frankly admitted that he had worked for the respon- 
dent in the election and that he was also a member of oppo- 
sition party, namely Bhartiya Kranti Dal. The fact, however, 
remains that he is a practising Advocate and further that his 
evidence is supported by the evidence of two other witnesses, 
whom I have already held to be reliable witnesses. 

Learned counsel for the respondent no. 1 also urged that 
Sri Vidya Shankar Yadav was an educated person, being 
an Advocate, and further he also belonged to an opposition 
political party. It was stressed that if it were a fact that any 
electioneering was done at the meeting held at Shaheed Mela 
(Munshiganj), complaints about it would have been sent by 
Sri Vidya Shankar Yadav to some authorities. Learned coun- 
sel pointed out that, on the own admission of Sri Vidya 
Shankar Yadav, he did not send any complaint about it any- 
where and, consequently, the statement made by Sri Vidya 
Shankar Yadav that any electioneering was done by any person 
in the meeting at Munshiganj should be discarded as untrue, I 
am once again unable to agree. Sri Vidya Shankar Yadav, 
on being questioned on that point, clearly stated that ho 
had raised a protest at the meeting about its being converted 
into an election meeting. He, however, said that since there 
were 3 or 4 persons only who raised the protest, they were 
not heeded. Further on he said that he did not send any 
complaint about it because the meeting was organised by the 
people residing at Rae Bareli and most of them belonged 
to Congress (R). There is thus some explanation as to 
why no complaint was sent by Sri Vidya Shankar Yadav, 
Together with it there is also the fact that no notification in 
regard to the election had till then been issued by the Elec- 
tion Commission of India. This could have dissuaded Sri 
Vidya Shankar Yadav from sending any complaint to the 
Election Commission, and there could be hardly any logic 
in sending complaints abut it to any other authority. As for 
Sri Vidya Shankar Yadav P.W, not having issued any state- 
ment to the press, it could be due to the fact that the matter 
had already otherwise obtained publicity in Rae Bareli. 

, Since Sri Vidya Shankar Yadav is a respectable witness and 
since his evidence is corroborated by the evidence of two In- 
dependent persons, I sec no risk in relying on his testimony 
as well. 


Lastly, there is the issue of ‘Beer Baiswara’ dated 9th 
January 1971. The paper was filed in Court by Sri Ram 
Dev Trivedi (P.W. 23), Editor thereof. He stated that the 
news item (Exh. 67) in that paper was based on the in- 
formation received from Sri R. K, Dixit, who was then the 
City Reporter for the paper. Sri R. K, Dixit (P.W. 31), as 
also mentioned earlier, having entered the witness-box, has 
proved that news item. He has also given direct evidence 
about the speech delivered by Sri Yashpal Kapur at that 
meeting. The news item (Exh, 67) published in Beer Bais- 
wara dated 9th January 1967 therefore stands proved. A 
reading of that news item as a whole shows that in the 
election speech delivered by Sri Yashpal Kapur, canvassing 
was done for respondent no, 1. It cannot be accepted that 
this news item was published on 9th January 1971 by way 
of any peshbandl. No foundation could be laid by learn- 
ed counsel for the respondent no. 1 in order to contend that 


this issue of 'Beer Baiswara’ was got printed some time after 
the election for the purpose of this petition. 1 accordingly 
hold that the news item (Exh. 67) contained in the issue of 
Beer Baiswara’ dated 9th Junuary 1971 can also be utilised 
to corroborate the evidence of Nankau (P.W. 28), R. K. 
Dixit Hlias Phakkar (P.W. 31) and Vidya Shankar Yadav 
(P.W. 33). I must, however, make it clear that even if this 
Issue of Beer Baiswara were not there, I would not have 
felt any hesitation in relying on the evidence of the afore- 
said witnesses. 

The aforementioned evidence adduced by the petitioner 
thus does show that Sri Yashpal Kapur delivered a speech in 
the Shaheed Mela at Munshiganj on 7th January 1971 and in 
that speech he did canvassing for the candidature of the 
respondent no. 1. 

The second item of evidence relied upon by the petitioner 
for the period ending on 13-1-1971 is the entry at serial no. 
1 of the return of election expenses (Exh. 5) filed by the res- 
pondent. According to this entry, a sum of Rs. 6.17/90 was 
paid on 11-1-1971 to the District Election Officer, Rae Bareli, 
on account of payment of cost of voters' list. I.carned coun- 
sel pointed out that the first column in the return is meant 
to carry the date of expenditure and sixth column thereof 
Is meant to carry the name of the person to whom payment 
is made. Learned counsel urged that since the entry in the 
first column shows that the amount was paid on 11-1-1971, 
and since the entry in the. sixth column indicates that it was 
paid to the District Election Officer, it should be held that 
on 11-1-1971 Sri Yashpal Kapur purchase dvoters’ list for 
the respondent and thus rendered assistance to her. 

According to Sri Yashpal Kapur, after he had stated serv- 
ing as election agent, he wanted to obtain a list of voters and 
since he came to know that the District Congress Committee 
hnd already obtained the voters’ list, he obtained the same 
from the D.C.C. and paid the sum of Rs. 657/90 to them. 

I am not fully convinced with the statement of Sri Yash- 
pal Kapur, for, if it were the whole truth, the expenditure 
should have been entered in the return (Exh. 5) in the date 
(n which the money was actually paid by Sri Kapur, and in 
column six of the return there should 1 have been the name 
of the District Congress Committee instead of the name of 
the District Election Officer, 

All the same, since there is no positive evidence of the fact 
that Sri Yashpal Kapur was present at Rae Bareli on 11th 
of January 1971, it will not be very safe to conclude on the 
basis of the aforesaid entry that Sri Yashpal Kapur himself 
purchased the voters’ list for respondent ho. 1 on 11-1-1971. 
Sri Gava Prasad Shukla was a prominent worker for the 
respondent no. 1. AccoMing to Srf Yashpal Kapur, he 
was in charge of maintaining accounts. It is quite likely that, 
Under some instructions, he purchased the voters’ list for the 
respondent no. 1 and hence the entry. 

I would, therefore, place no reliance on entry 1 of the return 
of election expenses (Exh. 5) while considering the services 
rendered by Sri Yashpal Kapur to the respondent no, 1 
during the period ending on 13-1-1971. 

The respondent no. 1 examined four witnesses in rebuttal. 
Out of them, I have considered the evidence of Sarju Prasad 
(R.W. 12) and Ram Pal (R.W, 13) while assessing the 
evidence of Nankau (P.W. 28) and have found both of them 
to be unworthy of reliance. The third witness examined by 
the respondent is Thakur Ambika Singh (R.W. 24). He 
deposed that he too attended the Shaheed Mela that took 
place in Munshi Gunj on 7th January 1971, and that, while 
Sarvasri Gulzari Lai Nanda, Yashpal Kapur and some local 
leaders paid tributes to the martyrs in that Shaheed Mela, it 
was not said by any of them that the respondent no. 1 shall 
contest election to the Lok Sabha from Rae Bareli consti- 
tuency. It was, however, elicited in his cross-examination 
that he was a member of the Congress Party since 14 or 15 
years and that in the election that took place in 1971 he had 
worked for the respondent no. 1 as a member of that partv. 
It was also elicited in his cross-examination that about six 
years ago he was prosecuted on a charge of dacoily. The trial 
court held him guilty, but he was acquitted in appeal, He is 
thus in the first instance an interested witness and, further, 
his antecedents were also not wholly above-board. Material 
was also elicited in his cross-examination to show that ho 
tried to suppress facts, He said that it was wrong that Gaya 
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Prasad Shukla was incharge of the election office in 1971. 
It has, however, already been mentioned earlier that copies 
of the tour programmes were forwarded, among others, to Sri 
Gaya Prasad Shukla, and that his address is mentioned there- 
in as "Kcndriya Congress Karyala, Rae Bareli’ (Exh. 43). 
Again on 1st of February 1971 he had issued a general 
appeal in the constituency in support of the candidature of 
the respondent no. 1, copy whereof is Exhibit 24 on record. 
Sri Yashpal Kapur conceded in cross-examination that Sri 
Gaya Prasad Shukla was in charge of maintaining election 
accounts on behalf of the respondent no. 1. The statement 
made by Thakur Ambika Singh about Sri Gaya Prasad 
Shukla is thus not the whole truth. 

For all the aforesaid reasons, implicit reliance cannot be 
placed on testimony of Thakur Ambika Singh. 

Lastly, there is the evidence of Sri Yashpal Kapur (R.W, 
32). He admitted having attended the meeting in Shaheed 
Mela at Munshiganj on 7-1-1971 and also having delivered 
a speech there, Lie, however, said that he only paid tributes 
to the martyrs in the brief speech given by him, and that he 
did not say anything about the candidature of the respondent 
no. 1 or about the election in that meeting. It will be ap- 
propriate here to make on overall estimate of the evidence 
of Sri Yashpal Kapur in order to find 1 out as to what ex- 
tend reliance, if any, can be placed on his testimony. 

While recording my finding on issue no. 1 of (he addition- 
al issues, l have already held that the statement made bv 
Sri Yashpal Kapur to the effect that the respondent no. 1 
had held herself out as candidate for the first time on 1st of 
February 1971 after having a talk with Sri Kamlapati Tripathi 
and the members of the District Congress Committee, Rae 
Bareli, was unture and had been made with a view to fortify 
the pica that had been set up by the respondent no. 1. 

Sri Yashpal Kapur also stated that in 1967 he resigned 
from his post because he wanted to do public service. It is, 
however, strange that his zeal for public service was very 
short lived, for, very shortly after the election was over, 
he again joined 1 service in the sccretairat of the respondent 
no. 1. In that context it should be held that the statement 
made by Sri Yashpal Kapur that he resigned in 1967 with 
a view to do public service was untrue, and the fact is that 
he did so only with a view to work for the respondent no. 1 
in the election. Again, he stated that having attended the 
Shaheed Mela at Munshiganj on 7-1-1971, he returned to 
Delhi next day, and that on 9th or 10th January 1971 he 
again expressed a desire to the respondent no. 1 to resign so 
that he could enter public life. Now, it is not understand- 
able as to why, having peacefully worked as Officer on Special 
Duty in the respondent no, l’s Secretariat till 7th of Janu- 
ary 1971, he was again seized of a desire to do public service. 
The desire was so intense that within a couple of days he 
took decision, despite the warning said to have been given by 
the respondent no. 1, and actually tendered his resignation 
on 13th of January 1971. The fact that he was seized of a 
desire once again on the eve of parliamentary elections after 
the respondent no. 1 had expressed her intention to contest 
election from Rae Bareli, only shows that it was not the 
desire to do public service, but the desire or behest to do 
election work for the respondent no. 1 that induced him to 
resign. 

Testing the statement of Sri Yashpal Kapur regarding the 
motive of his resignation a little further, we find 1 that hav- 
ing submitted his resignation on 13th of January 1971 he 
met the same evening Sri Kamlapati Tripathi, the then Presi- 
dent of the U.P.C.C., who was camping at Delhi. Sri Yash- 
pal Kapur said that he told Sri Kamlapati Tripathi that he 
was a free man and could do any work assigned to him, 
whereupon Sri Kamlapati Tripathi asked him to go to the 
districts east of Lucknow. Now, it is worthy of notice that 
general election to the Lok Sabha had taken place in the 
country in 1971, Sri Yashpal Kapur claims to have resign- 
ed on the eve of those elections. It may be assumed that 
he did so at that time because there was opportunity to do 
reater and more hectic service during that period. It is, 
owever, strange that once again he was asked to go in the 
rirection of Rae Bareli. Proceeding further, Sri Yashpal 
Kapur said that having reached Lucknow in the morning of 
14(n January' 1971 he obtained a car from the U.P.C.C, and 
went to Rae Bareli the same day. Why to Rae Bareli? 
According to him, Sri Kamlapati Tripathi had asked him to 
go to the districts east of Lucknow, Rae Bareli was not the 
only district east of Lucknow. Why should he then have 


gone to Rae Bareli unless the reason underlying his resigna- 
tion was to do election work for the respondent no. 1 in the 
constituency. 

Sri Yashpal Ktmur said that having stayed at Rae Bareli 
till the noon of 1/th January, 1971 he left for Sultanpur and 
Barabanki. He, however, said 1 in cross-examination that he 
did not stay at Barabanki for more than one day because 
Barabanki was very near to Lucknow and staying at Luck- 
now was more comfortable. About Sultanpur, he said that 
he stayed only for one day, but he did not remember the 
place of his stay there. Asked about the work done by him 
at Sultanpur and Barabanki, he said that he just talked 1 to 
the local people there about the organisational work. Thi9 
does not appear to be convincing. As I will show a little 
later, there is evidence on record to indicate that he stayed 
on at Rae Bareli till 19th of January, 1971. It appears that 
he made the aforesaid statement to avoid admitting the 
presence in the meeting that took place at the Clock Tower, 
Rae Bareli, on 17th January, 1971, and in the meetings and 
functions of Professor Sher Singh that took place on 18th 
and 19th January, 1971. 

It was put to Sri Yashpal Kapur that in 1967 ho resigned 
on the eve of election and worked in the constituency of the 
respondent no. 1, that in year 1971 he again worked in the 
constituency of the respondent no. 1; and whether there was 
any particular reason behind this coincidence. He replied 
that he did so because everyone wants to get into the work 
which may push him into the Parliament for the Legislature 
of some State. He conceded that he had that ambition in 
1967 as well as in 1971. In fact the respondent no. 1 (R.W. 
37) also said during her cross-examination that in 1967 Sri 
Yashpal Kapur was looking for some opportunities which 
were not available at that time. That being so, it is obvious 
that Sri Yashpal Kapur did not resign in 1967, nor in 1971, 
for the sake of any public service but only to work for the 
respondent no. 1 in her constituency and thereby obtain her 
help in the fulfilment of his ambition. 

According to Sri Yashpal Kapur, his ambition was fulfil- 
led in 1972 when he was elected to Rajya Sabha from the 
Uttar Pradesh. The statement made bv Sri Yashpal Kapur 
in that connection also deserves some notice. He conceded 
that a person who is not a resident of a particular State can- 
not be elected a member of Rapya Sabha from that State. 
In the electoral roll of the year 1970 (Exh. 17) he is enter- 
ed as a resident of House No. 968, Kutchery Road, Rae 
Bareli. He, however, conceded that neither in 1968-69 nor 
in 1970-71 he ever resided in Rae Bareli. It was obviously 
so because he was then employed in the Prime Minister’s 
Secretariat at Delhi. It was, therefore, put to him whether 
his residence us shown in the electoral roll (Exh. 17) was 
incorrectly mentioned as House No. 968, Kutchery Road, 
Rae Bareli. He first said : "I would not call it wrong. I 
remember when the revision of the electoral roll was taking 
place T was at Rae Bareli and I was told that rav name has 
been entered in the electoral, roll of Rae Bareli. The ques- 
tion that was next put to the witness and the answer given by 
him are as follows : — 

*‘Q. The answer given by you does not answer the ques- 
tion that was precisely put to you. You have still 
to answer as to how the description of your resi- 
dence in Exh. 17 is correct when you concede that 
during the year 1970 you were not residing in any 
town or district in U.P. 7 

A. I am not able to answer the question,’ 1 Tt will thus 
appear that Sri Yashpal Kapur has not been able to give 
any explanation whatsoever as to how he was recorded as 
an elector in the State of Uttar Pradesh during the year 
1970. 

Tt was further elicited in his cross-examination that on 
14th November 1970 a branch of the Baroda Bank was 

opened at Rae Bareli, and Sri Jagnnath Paharia, the then 

Deputy Minister, Finance, had inaugurated it. He said that 
he had then opened a symbolic account of P.s. 101 in the 
above branch of the Baroda Bank. He was confronted with 
the letter (Fxh. 54) sent bv the Agent, Bank of Baroda Rne 
Bareli branch to the Deputy Registrar, High Court, which, 
inter alia, states that the Bank had ‘a Savincs Bank Account 
No 26 in the name of Sri Yashpal Kapur, address : Kutchery 

Road. Rae Bareli". Sri Yashpal Kanur started that while 

opening the account he did not furnish any address for be- 
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ing entered in the record ol the Bank of Baroda. He con- 
ceded that he was aware of the fact that while opening an 
account in any bank a person has to furnish his address. He, 
however, said that he did not furnish any address because 
he had opened a symbolic account only. Sri Ashok Kumar 
Dhupar (P.W. 11) an officer of the Bank of aroda, was 
examined by the petitioner and he deposed : 

“Sri Yashpal Kapur who opened the account gave his 
name as Yashpal Kapur and address as Kutchery 
Road, Rae Bareli.” 

He further on said that any person opening an account in 
the Bank of Baroda has to present himself personally in the 
Bank for opening the account and his specimen signatures arc 
obtained and kept. In view of the letter (Exh. 54). the 
aforesaid admission made by Sri Yashpal Kapur and the 
statement of Sri Ashok Kumar Dhupar (P.W. 11), it is 
difficult to accept that the address of Sri Yashpal Kapur was 
recorded in the Bank as Kutchery Road, Rae Bareli, with- 
out his telling so. It was put to him that since he conceded 
that during the year 1970 he resided at Delhi and went to 
Rac Bareli occasionally, and since he further conceded that 
he did not furnish any address while opening the account with 
the Bank of Baroda, could he tell at whose instance his 
address was recorded in the Bank papers as is contained in 
the letter (Exh. 54). The witness expressed his inability to 
say as to at whose instance his address came to be recorded 
like that in the records of the Baroda Bank. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner vehemently argued that 
Sri Yashpal Kapur manipulated to get his name entered in the 
electoral roll (Exh. 17) as resident of House No. 968, Kutch- 
ery Road, Rae Bareli, and that he again made a wrong rep- 
resentation in that connection while opening his account in 
the Bank of Baroda in the year 19/0, in order that he 
could be elected to the parliament as an elector from this 
State. Since Sri Yashpal Kapur failed to offer any explana- 
tion whatsoever as to under what circumstances his name 
came to be entered in the electoral roll (Exh. 17) and under 
what circumstances his address was entered in the Bank 
papers, as Kutchery Road, Rae Bareli, the contention raised 
on behalf of the petitioner cannot be rejected as devoid of 
substance, According to learned counsel for the petitioner, 
this exposes Sri Yashpal Kapur to the charge that he could 
make any statement in order to achieve his purpose. The 
criticism cannot be said to be uncalled for, in view of the 
own statement of Sri Yashpal Kapur. 

Learned counsel for the respondent no. 1 objected that 
anything pertaining to the entries in the electoral roll could 
not be questioned as there are exhaustive provisions pertain- 
ing to that matter in the Representation of the People Act. 
1950 and the rules framed thereunder. 1 agree that the fin- 
ality of an electoral roll cannot be questioned in an election 
petition assailing the election of a particular elector. It 
does not, however, mean that the statement of a witness on 
the point as to how he came to be recorded as an elector 
ill any State cannot be considered even for assessing the 
worth of his testimony in any other case too. The objection 
raised by learned counsel for the respondent no. 1 cannot, 
therefore, be accepted. 

The statement made by Sri Yashpal Kapur on the point of 
expenditure incurred by him on behalf of the respondent no. 
1 also appears to be dubious. He said that he did not incur any 
expenditure on behalf of the respondent before 1st of Feb- 
ruary 1971. Exh. 22/9 is, however, the copy of the receipt 
obtained by him for the remuneration paid to Sirej Ahmed 
driver. This receipt is annexed to the return of election ex- 
penses. According to Sri Yashpal Kapur, he obtained the 
geep after 1st of February, 1971 and the driver had been 
engaged by him. (This would mean that the driver had been 
engaged on or after 1st February, 1971) A perusal of the 
aforesaid receipt, however, shows that the driver was paid 
salary for the period from 15th January, 1971 to 10th of 
March, 1971. It, therefore, follows that Sri ashpal Kapur 
had started incurring election expenses with effect from 15th 
January, 1971. Confronted with the receipt (Exh.) 22/9). 
Sri Yashpal Kapur tried to modify his statement and said that 
the jeep was already at Rae Bareli when it was given to him 
and he was told 1 that Siraj Ahmed was the driver on the 
jeep. Now, this statement in inconsistant with his previous 
statement that the driver had been engaged by him. 
Further, even that statement made by him fails to explain 
as to why remuneration for the period prior to 1st of Feb- 


ruary 1971 was paid by him, if he had obtained the jeep for 
election work on or after 1st of February 1971. On being 
specifically questioned with regard to it, Sri Yashpal Kapur 
said that he paid the salary to the driver for the period com- 
mencing from 15th January 1971, because Sri Gaya Prasad 
Shukla told him that the driver was on the jeep with effect 
from that date. As already stated, this statement again con 
tradicts his previous statement that the driver had been en- 
gaged by him. However, he was questioned that, if he 
was aware that in the return of election expenses only the 
amounts spent in connection with (he election had to be shown 
why that part of the remuneration which related 1 to the period 
prior to 1st of February 1971 and was not election expendi- 
ture, was included by him in the receipt (Exh. 22/9) and in 
the return of election expenses. To that the witness rep- 
lied : 

“I may have erred but I erred on the right side. There 
was a big margin available. I, therefore, saw no 
harm in Including the whole amount specified in 
the receipt Exh. 22/9) in the election return.” 

The reply is not at all convincing. 

Again, according to the return of election expenses (Exit. 
5), he incurred an expenditure of Rs. 657.90 on 11-1-1971 
on account of cost of voters’ list. The next six entries in the 
return relate to the expenditure incurred on 28th January 
1971. The seventh and eighth entries relate to the expendi- 
ture incurred on 29th January 1971 and the entry following 
it relates to the expenditure incurred on 30tb January 1971. 
If it were true that Sri Yashpal Kapur did not incur any ex- 
penditure before 1-2-1971, as stated by him, how do all these 
entries exist in the return (Exh. 5). That apart, vouchers 
nos, 54, 53, 52, 51 and 50, accompanying the return of 
election expenses Exh. 5) show that Nanhey Dhobi, Smt. 
Rewa Ram Pyari, Smt. Dayya Dulari, Ram Pal and Ram 
Sagar had been paid wages for the period with effect from 
28th January 1971. What is the explanation thereof if the 
petitioner did not incur any election expenditure before 1st of 
February 1971. Sri Yashpal Kapur tried to explain the 
earlier mentioned entries in the return of election expenses by 
saying that, since the District Congress Committee had put 
it to him that the aforesaid expenditure had been incurred 
by them for organising the election of any person who may 
later hold himself /herself out to be a candidate, he considered 
it appropriate to repay that amount as well to the D.C.C. 
This explanation again is not convincing. Needless to say 
that Sri Yashpal Kapur offered no explanation whatsoever 
about the vouchers, It is, therefore, difficult to accept that 
part of the statement of Sri Yashpal Kapur wherein he said 
that he incurred no expenditure in connection with the elec- 
tion of the respondent no. 1 prior to 1st of February 1971. 

It appears that when the return of election expenses was 
filed, it was not realised that the fact of respondent no. 1 
having held herself out as a candidate on 29-12-1970 and) 
the fact of Sri Yashpal Kapur having started doing election 
work for her shortly thereafter could create any complications. 
It was for this reason that the expenditure was entered in the 
dates in which it was incurred. When, however, the present 
petition was filed, it was presumably realised that any ad- 
mission to the effect that the respondent no. I held herself 
out as a candidate on 29th December 1970 or that Sri Yash- 
pal Kapur started working for her shortly thereafter could 
create complications. The respondent no. 1, therefore, took 
the stand that she held herself out as candidate for the 
first time on 1st of February 1971, and that she did not ask 
Sri Yashnal Kapur or any other person to do any work 
for her till then. Sri Yashpal Kapur tried 1 to make a state- 
ment in conformity with the stand taken by the respondent 
no. 1 and that has given rise to the aforesaid inconsisten- 
cies. 

Cross-examination was also done with Sri Yashpal Kapur 
regarding some propertv, said to have been acquired by him 
in the name of his wife. He admitted that a property had 
been purchased by his wife in Golf Link area for which 
she had paid somehing above Rs. four lacs. According to 
him, he contributed a sum of Rs. 50,000 to his wife for that 
purpose, a sum of Rs. 1,00.000 was advanced to her by his 
mother-in-law, a little more than Rs. 1,00,000 was advanced 
to his wife by Narang Bank and a sum of a little more than 
Rs. 1.00,000 was given on loan bv ft family friend. He was, 
therefore, questioned as to on what conditions the loans 
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were obtained by his wife, and to that he replied that he 
was not aware as to on what conditions the loans had been 
taken. He also pleaded ignorance if the building purchased 
by his wife or part thereof had been mortgaged in favour of 
any of those persons from whom loans were taken, or if 
any pronote or bonds had been executed in that connection. 
He also pleaded ignorance about the covered accommodation 
in the building purchased by his wife, Now. it cannot be 
ignored that the building had been purchased by a person 
no other then the wife of Sri Yashpal Kapur. It is not his 
case that the relations between him and his wife are strained. 
On the other hand, on his own admission, he contributed 

Rs. 50,000 towards the purchase of the building. In that 

background, it is difficult to accept that Sri Yashpal Kapur did 
not know whether any bonds, pronotes or mortgage deeds 

had been executed in respect of the loans taken, and 

above the covered accommodation in the house. Again, 
a perusal of the written statement and Addl. Written state- 
ment filed by the respondent no. 1 shows that a number of 
the paragraphs thereof have been verified by the respondent 
no. 1 on the basis of the information received from her elec- 
tion agent, namely Sri Yashpal Kapur. The respondent 
no. 1 during her deposition also stated that after she had 
received copy of the election petition she had taken to 
Sri Yashpal Kapur on the subject, The statement made 
by Sri Yashpal Kapur on that point is inconsistent with that 
made by the respondent no, 1, tor, he stated that ho did no 
discuss the election petition with the respondent no. 1 any 
time before appearing in Court to give his evidence. His atten- 
tion was then invited to the verification clause contained 
in the written statement and he said: ‘I still maintain that I 
did not have any talk with the respondent no. 1 about the 
election petition.’’ 

From the above discussion of the statement made by Sri 
Yashpal Kapur it would appear that it is not a statement 
of straightforward nature and on several points it is an 
admixture of half truths and untruths. Consequently, no 
reliance can be placed on that part of his statement wherein 
he denied to have said anything in his speech on 7th January 
1971, pertaining to the candidature of the respondent no. 1. 
It may also not be out of place to add that since it is 
Sri Yashpal Kapur himself who was charged with having 
rendered the assistance to the respondent no. I in his capa- 
city as a Gazetted Officer of Government of India, he could 
not he expected to admit it, 

Learned conscl for the respondent then urged that even 
accepting that Sri Yashpal Kapur delivered a speech at Mun- 
shiganj on 7th January 1971 and that he canvassed support 
for the respondent in that speech, he was not an election 
agent on that date, and there is no evidence of the fact 
that he had been instructed to do so by the respondent no. 1. 
Learned counsel stressed that, consequently, it should not be 
held on that basis that the respondent no. 1 obtained or pro- 
cured the assistance, of Sri Yashpal Kapur for the furtherance 
of her election prospects. 

I have given my careful consideration to this argument ns 
Well, but t regret my inability to accept the same, As also 
stated earlier, Sri Yashpal Kapur was occupying a position 
of trust and confidence with the respondent no. I since quite 
a long time. During the period in question he was Officer 
on Special Duty in the respondent no. l’s Secretariat. In 
1967 he had resigned from his post for the sake of res- 
pondent no. 1 to he able to do her election work in the 
constituency. After that, was done, he was taken back in 
the respondent's secretariat as Officer on Special Duty. Rcs- 

ondent no. 1 held herself out as a candidate on 29th £)ecem- 

cr, 1971. On 5th of January 1971 Raja Dinesh Singh was 
sent to the constituency on 7th of January, 1971 Sri Yashpal 
Kapur visited Rae Bareli and, on the own admission of res- 
pondent no. 1, he did so with previous notice to the res- 
pondent no. 1. The subsequent events also appear to be 
material, for, according to Sri Yashpal Kapur, immeuiatcly 
on return from Rae Bareli he held a talk with the respondent 
no. 1 on 9th or 10th of January 1971 on 13th January he 
again resigned from the post and the same day set out once 
again for the constituency of the respondent no. 1. It was 
again he who was ultimately appointed election agent for 
the respondent no. 1. It may bo added that it was not possi- 
ble to adduce any direct evidence on the point whether the 
respondent no. 1 instructed Sri Yashpal Kapur to go to Rae 
Bareili on 7th January 1971 for anv election work. Thai 
can be inferred only on the basis of the surrounding circum- 
stances. I have already mentioned those circumstances above 
and to my mind the only inference that can be drawn oh the 
basis of those circumstances is that the respondent no. 1 


went to Rue Bareili on the aforesaid date unaer instructions 
of the respondent no. 1 for doing preliminary work pertain- 
ing to her election. 

To sum up, therefore, it is satisfactorily proved that the 
respondent no. 1, during the period ending on 1 3th January 
1971, obtained/procured the assistance of Sri Yashpal Kapur, 
a Gazetted Officer in the Government of India for the fur- 
therance of her election prospects, inasmuch as Sri Yashpal 
Kapur was made to go to Rae Bareili on 7-1-1971 land de- 
livered a speech at Sahccd Mela in Munishinganj canvassing 
support for her candidature. 

The period from 14-1-1971 to 25-1-1971. 

There is no controversy about the fact that Sri Yashpal 
Kapur tendered his resignation from the post of Officer on 
Special Duty on 13th of January 1971 and the same day 
he left for Lucknow. Further, on the own admission of 
Sri Yashpal Kapur, he reached Rae Bareli on 14th of January 
1971. I have already’ held earlier that on 7th of January 
1971 he had gone to Rae Bareli in order tp start election 
work for the respondent no. 1 and, while delivering speech 
in the Sahccd Mela in Munshlganj, he solicited support for 
the respondent no. 1. He returned to Delhi on 8th January 
1971, and on 9th or 10th January, 1971 he held talks with the 
respondent no. 1. In the context of my finding that he had 
gone to Rae Bareli on 7th of January, 1971 for doing elec- 
tion work it should be inferred that presumeable he talked 
about the same during the conversation that he had with the 
respondent no. 1 on 9th or 10th of January 1971. The 
fact that he resigned on 13th of January 1971 with a view 
to do political work and directly came to Rae Bareli, in 
that background, is a strong pointer to (he conclusion that 
he did so with a view to do election work for the respondent 
no. 1, It is also worthy of notice in this connection that 
voucher no, 49 accompanying tho return of election exponses 
(Hxh. 5) of the respondent, relates to the salary paid to 
Siiaj Ahmed as driver of the jeep that was admittedly used by 
Sri Yashpal Kapur for doing election work for 
respondent no. 1. A perusal of this receipt shows that Siraj 
Ahmad was paid his salary for the period commencing 
from 15th of January 1971. This voucher also, therefore, 
proves that at least with effect from 15th of January, 1971 
Sri Yashpal Kapur staled doing election work for the res- 
pondent no. 1. It may be mentioned at this place that the 
explanation given by Sri Yashpal Kapur about the aforesaid 
voucher has already been helo by my earlier to be unworthy 
of acceptance. 

The statement of Sri Mohan Lai Tripathi (P. W. 59) : 
General Secretary, District Congress Committee (R), Rae 
Bareli, also lends support to the fact that during the period 
commencing fwm 14th of January 1971 Sri Yashpal Kapur 
was doing election work at Rae Bareli, He said that till 
1st of February 1971 they were making propaganda for votes 
being cast in favour of the congress candidate. He, 
however, added that they w r erc not canvassing for any parti- 
cular candidate. He further said that Sri Yashpal Kapur 
also did canvassing in a similar manner. 

The fact that Sri Yahspal Kapur did work pertaining to 
election during his stay at Rae Bareli with efTect from 14th 
of January 1971 also finds some support from the addi- 
tional written statement filed by the respondent no. 1. In 
para 2(b) the respondent no. 1, inter alia, pleaded :■ — . 

“The statement in the amended paragraph 5 of the 
petition that Sri Yashpal Kamir, at the direction of 
this respondent, organised the electioneering work 
for her during the entire period commencing from 
27th December, 1970, is denied, except that, Sri 
Y ashpal K a pur did some wo rk in the constituency, 
th ough th er e was no elec tioneering work done by 
him for this res pondent til l a fe w days before his 
a ppoin tm ent as el ection a g ent." (Underlining is by 
me). 

By the aforesaid pleading the respondent no. 1 appears 
to have admitted that Sri Yashpal Kapur did some work in 
the constituency prior to his being appointed as election agent 
and that a few days before his appointment as election agent 
he also did some electioneering work for the respondent. In 
para 2(c) the respondent no, l, inter alia, pleaded 

“It is also denied that Sri Yashpal Kapur made any 
speech on 7-1-1971 in support of her candidature. 
I ho ugh a few d ays even before his appointment 
as election agen t he d id make speeches appealing 
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to the voters for the Indian National Congress 
but not particularly for any candidate or canvassing 
for this respondent”. (Underlining is by me) 

This part of the pleading appears to be inconsistent with the 
above-quoted pleading contained in para 2(b) of the peti- 
tion, inasmuch as while the pleading contained in para 2(b) 
of the additional written statement concedes that some elec- 
tioneering work, was also done by Sri Yashpal Kapur for 
the respondent no. 1 a few days before his ap- 
pointment as election agent, it is denied 
in the above-quoted part of the pleading contained in para 
2(c) of the Additional written statement. A cumulative 
reading of para 2(b) and para 2(c) of the additional written 
statement, however, shows a clear concession on the part 
of the respondent no. 1 that Sri Yashpal Kapur was doing 
some election work at Rae Bareli before his appointment 
as election agent, though that work was not particularly for 
any candidate. Now, once it is accepted that, during the 
period before his appointment as election agent, Sri Yashpal 
Kapur was doing work pertaining to election within the 
constituency, it should be inferred that the work related to the 
candidature of the respondent no. 1, view of my finding re- 
corded earlier that the respondent no. 1 had held herself 
out as a candidate on 29th of December 1970. The fact 
that the respondent no. 1 was a candidate from Rae Bareli 
constituency with effect from 29th December 1970 and the 
fact that Sri YashpHl Kapur had also gone to Rae Bareli 
on 7th January 1971 and had then delivered a speech in 
support of her candidature, rather make it obvious that 
during the period between 14th of January 1971 and 25th 
of January 1971 also the work done by Sri Yashpal Kapur 
at Rae Bareli pertained to the election of the respondent 
no. 1. 

Therefore, the circumstances emanating from the additional 
written statement of the respondent no, 1, from the state- 
ment on oath made by Sri Yashpal Kapur (R.W. 32) and 
from the statement made by Sri Mohan Lai Tripathl (P.W. 
59) towards the end of his cross-examination, it is clearly 
borne out that during the period between 14th of January 
1971 and 25th of January; 1971 Sri Yashpal Kapur was 
doing election work for the respondent no, 1. 

Coming to the specific instances, it is first alleged that on 
14th of January 1971 Sri Yashpal Kapur led a fleet of cars 
through the town of Rae Bareli as part of the election pro- 
paganda for the respondent no. 1. The oral evidence relied 
upon by the petitioner in this connection consists of the 
statements of Uma Shanker Yadav (P.W. 41) and Ram 
Kumar Singh (P.W. 42). 

Sri Uma Shankar Yadav is a practising Advocate, He 
stated that on 14th of January 1971 a number of vehicles 
started in procession from the Central Election Office, Rae 
Bareli, carrying posters and banners in favour of the candi- 
dature of respondent no. 1. He added that loudspeakers 
were fitted on the vehicles; and the people on the vehicles 
appealed to the public through the loudspeakers that they 
should give votes to the respondent no. 1 and should make 
her successful. He, however, did not claim to have seen 
Sri Yashpal Kapur in that procession, though he added that 
he had seen him round about 15th of January 1971 doing 
election propaganda. Learned counsel for the petitioner 
urged that Uma Shankar Yadav (P.W. 41), according to an 
admission elicited in his cross-examination, was a staunch 
worker of the S.S.P., and that during the election of 1971 
ho worked as counting agent for the petitioner besides work- 
ing for him in connection with his election campaign. Learned 
counsel stressed that Uma Shankar Yadav is, therefore, a 
strongly partisan witness and consequently no reliance can 
safely be placed on his testimony. 

There is mbre than one reason, however, for which I am 
unable to accept the criticism levelled by learned counsel 
for the petitioner. Sri Uma Shankar Yadav is a practising 
Advocate and therefore a respectable person. It was not 
put to him in cross-examination that no procession of vehi- 
cles was taken out by the Congress Party in Rae Bareli on 
14th of January 1971 and that the statement made by the 
witness was an outright lie. On the contrary the following 
question was put to him ; — 

"Q, Is it not correct that the propaganda that was started 
on 14th January 1971 by the congress men was 
for the success of the Congress Party in the elec- 
tion and not for a particular candidate 7” 
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This question contains a clear suggestion to the effect that 
even though the election propaganda had started on 14th of 
January 1971, as deposed by this witness, it was for the 
success of the Congress Party and not for any particular 
candidate. Further, the statement of this witness is corrobo- 
rated by the evidence Ram Kumar Singh (P.W. 31). In the 
context of these circumstances, there docs not appear any 
risk in relying on the testimony of Sri Uma Shankar Yadav 
Advocate, even though he is a partisan witness. 

Sri Ram Kumar Singh (P.W, 42) deposed that on 14th 
of January 1971 a fleet of cars startcd-uflder the leadership 
of Sri Yashpal Kapur, that the procession moved throughout 
the town and publicity was made that respondent no. 1 was 
contesting election, as she did on the previous occasion, and 
further that she should be made successful. In cross-exami- 
nation a suggestion was made to him that there were no 
banners on the vehicles, showing "Indira Ji Ko vote do” and 
that the only propaganda being made was "Indira Congress 
Ko Jitao". The relevant portion of the statement reads as 
follows ; — 

“It is wrong to say that there was no banner on any 
of those vehicles, saying ‘Indira Jl Ko vote do’. It 
is also wrong to say that the only propaganda being 
made was ‘Indira Congress ko jitao"," 

It will thus appear that in the cross-examination of Ram 
Kumar Singh as well, it was not put that the statement made 
by him regarding a fleet of cars having been token out on 
1 4th of January 1971 was false ab initio. The trend of the 
cross-examination, on the contrary, was that even though a 
fleet of cars or jeeps was taken out, the only propaganda 
done from those cars/ and jeeps was that ‘Indira Congress’ 
should be made successful and not that ‘Indira Ji’ herself 
should be made successful. That being the shape of cross- 
examination, there does not appear any good justification for 
refusing to accept the statement on oath made by Ram 
Kumar Singh. 

Learned counsel for the respondent no. 1 no doubt urged 
that Ram Kumar Singh is a member of the Organisation 
Congress and that he worked for the respondent no. 1 in 
the election. True, it is so. The fact, however, remains 
that, with the shape of cross-examination done with Ram 
Kumar Singh, that circumstance is not sufficient to lead to 
the conclusion that the statement made by Ram Kumar 
Singh about the fleet of cars having been taken out in the 
town on 14th January 1971 under the leadership of Yashpal 
Kapur is a lie. 

The petitioner also relied on the news item published in 
the issue dated 22-1-1971 of ‘Swantra Bharat’ (Ex, 39) in 
support of the fact that a fleet of cars had been taken out 
by Sri Yashpal Kapur on > 14th of January 1971. Since, 
however, the person who reported the relevant news item 
has not been examined, it may not be very safe to act there- 
on even as a piece of corroborative evidence. I would ac- 
cordingly not take that news item into consideration. 

On the side of the respondent, there is the sole 
testimony 9 f Sri Yashpal Kapur (R.W. 32), who said 
that he did not take out any fleet of cars in the 
town on the 14th January, 197 1. 1 have, however, already 

discussed the evidence of Sri Yashpal Kapur in detail earlier 
and have concluded that he is not a reliable witness. I 
accordingly find that the evidence of Sri Yashpal Kapur 
fails to rebut the evidence of Sri Uma Shankar Yadav 
(P.W. 41) and Ram Kumar Singh (P.W. 42), 

On the evidence of Sri Uma Shankar Yadav (P.W. 41) 
and Ram Kumar Singh (P.W. 42), it is borne out that a 
fleet of cars and jeeps was taken out in procession on 14th 
of January 1971 doing propaganda for the respondent no. 1 
and Sri Yashpal Kapur was associated with it. 

It is next alleged that on 17th of January 1971 an 
election meeting was held at the Clock Tower, Rae Bareli, 
in which Sri Chandra Shekhar and Sri Yashpal Kapur (R.W. 
32) participated. The oral evidence relied upon by the 
petitioner in that connection consists of the statements of 
Sri Ram Kumar Dixit alias Phakkar (P.W. 31) and Ram 
Kumar Singh (P.W. 42). 

Ram Kumar Dixit alias Phakkar (P.W. 31), speaking on 
the point, deposed that Sri Yashpal Kapur was also pre- 
sent in the meeting, though he did not remember whether 
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he delivered any speech in that meeting or not. The wit- 
ness further said that some excitement and shouting of 
slogans took place at the meeting and displeasure was ex- 
pressed against Sri Yashpal Kapur in the slogans. He 
proved the news item (Exh. 69) contained in the issue of 
‘Beer Baiswnra’ dated 23rd January, 1971 pertaining to that 
meeting. He deposed that as a reporter of ‘Beer Baiswara' 
he had himself sent the report about that news item, (n 
the news item (Exh. 69) it is stated that disturbance was 
created in the election meeting of the respondent no. 1, held 
on 17th January 1971 at the crossing ol the Clock Tower, 
Rac Bareli, which was addressed by Sri Chandra Shekhar, 
when some young persons made some accusations against 
Sri Yashpal Kapur and shouted slogans against him. It is 
further reported in the news item that some counter slogans 
were also shouted thereafter. I have considered the state- 
ment made by Sri Ram Kumar Dixit earlier in connection 
with the speech delivered by Sri Yashpal Kapur at Munshi- 
panj on 7-1-1971 and have come to the conclusion that he 
is a reliable witness. Further, the statement made by 
Sri Ram Kumar Dixit regarding the meeting that took place 
on 17th January 1971 is supported by the news item (F.xh. 
69), which was published in ‘Beer Baiswara’ on 23rd Janu- 
ary 1969. Tndeed, it cannot be said that this issue of 
‘Beer Baiswara’ W'as prepared later on for the purposes of 
the election meeting. It may also he added at this place 
that the factum of an election meeting having taken place 
as deposed by Sri Ram Kumar Dixit was not seriously 
challenged on behalf of the respondent, as would appear 
from the following question that was put to Ram Kumar 
Dixit in cross-examination: 

“I put it to you that this meeting was convened for 
the purpose of making a propaganda in favour of 
the Congress as a party.” 

This question contains a clear admission of the fact that a 
meeting did take place as alleged by the petitioner. 

For all these reasons, I see absolutely no justification for 
refusing to act on the testimony of Ram Kumar Dixit alias 
Phakkar (P.W. 31). 

Coming to the evidence of Ram Kumar Singh (P.W. 42), 
he deposed that an election meeting was convened at the 
Clock Tower in Rue Bareli on 17th of January 1971 and 
that, when Sri Yashpal Kapur Wanted to deliver a speech 
in that meeting, some disturbance was created by the stu- 
dents, as a result of which he could not do so and the 
meeting was then controlled by Sri Chandra Shekhar. Re- 
ferring to the speech of Sri Chandra Shekhar, the witness 
said that he canvassed support for the respondent no. 1 in 
his speech. It is true that Ram Kumar Singh is a staunch 
worker of the Congress (O) Party and had also worked 
for the petitioner in the election that took place in 1971, 
Tn view, however, of the fact (hat the factum of the meet- 
ing is not seriously challenged on behalf of the respondent 
no. t, as is apparent from the earlier-mentioned question 
put to R K, Dixit (P.W. 31), and further in view of the 
fact that the evidence of Ram Kumar Singh is amply sup- 
ported hy the evidence of R. K. Dixit and the news item 
(F.xh. 69) published in the issue of ‘Beer Baiswara’ dated 
23rd January 1971, I see no risk in acting on the evidence 
of Ram Kumar Singh as well. 

The respondent examined Shri Vimal Chand Dwivedi 
(R.W. 18) and Sri Yashpal Kapur (R.W. 32) in rebuttal, 
Sri Vimal Chand Dwivedi accepted that a meeting 
had taken place at the Clock Tower, Rae Bareli, 
which was addressed by Sri Chandra Shekhar. He, 
however, added that Sri Yashpal Kapur was not pre- 
sent in that meeting. A perusal of his cross-examination, 
however, shows that he is not at all a truthful witness. He 
said that the meeting addressed by Sri Chandra Shekhar 
was not an election meeting. I have already shown earlier 
that the case put to Sri R, K. Dixit (P.W. 31) in cross- 
examination was that the meeting was an election meeting, 
though propaganda in that meeting was being done for the 
Congress as a party and not for any candidate. The state- 
ment to the contrary made by Sri Vimal Chand Dwivedi 
must, therefore, be rejected as incorrect. Again, Sri Dwi- 
vedi went to the extent of saying that Sri Yashoal Kapur 
did not visit Rae Bareli on 7th January 1971, a fact admit- 
ted by Sri Yashpal Kapur himself. It was also elicited in 
his cross-examination that the brother of this witness is a 
lecturer in Fcroz Gandhi College and Sri Yashpal Kapur 
is the Vice-President of the Managing Committee of that 
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College. It appears that he gave statement under that in- 
fluence. The influence was so 'great that he went to the 
extent of denying even admitted facts, namely that Sri Yash- 
pal Kapur visited Rae Bareli on 7th of January 1971 with 
Shri Gulzari Lai Nanda. Obviously no reliance can be placed 
on the evidence of such a witness. 

As for Sri Yashpal Kapur, I have already considered his 
evidence elaborately earlier and have not found him to be 
reliable witness. 

There being no other evidence or the side of the res- 
pondent, the evidence of Sri R. K. Dixit (P.W. 31) and 
Ram Kumar Singh (P.W. 42) remains unrebutted. On the 
basis of that evidence I conclude that an election meeting 
of the respondent no. 1 was convened on 17th of January 
1971 at the Clock Tower, Rae Bareli, and that Sri Yashpal 
Kapur participated in that meeting. 

It is next alleged that on 19th of January 1971 Professor 
Sher Singh, a Minister of State in the Government of India 
and Sri Yashpal Kapur addressed a meeting in village 
Nihasta and in those speeches they, inter alia, canvassed 
support for the candidature of the respondent no. 1. It is 
true that Raj Kishore Singh belongs to Jan Sangh Party and 
looked after the election work of the petitioner at Nihasta 
polling station. Tt is, however, significant to find that in the 
cross-examination of Raj Kishore Singh a question was put 
to him. which is as follows 

“J suggest to you that Sri Yashpal Kapur only said that 
we should support the leadership of the respondent 
no. 1 and the Congress.” 

The above question implies a clear admission that Sri Yashpal 
Kapur was not only present with Professor Sher Singh when 
the latter addressed the meeting at Nihasta on 19th Jan- 
uary 1971, but further that he also delivered a speech. All 
that was sought to bo contended was that in the speech can- 
vassing was done not for the respondent no. 1 but for the 
leadership of the respondent no. 1 and for the party. Now, 
once it is accepted that respondent no. 1 had given herself 
out as a candidate from Rac Bareli on 29th December. 1970 
even seeking support from the electorate for the leadership of 
the respondent or for the Congress as a party meant nothing 
except soliciting support for the respondent no. 1 in the con- 
stituency, Learned counsel for tho respondent no. 1 argued 
that the above question does not contain any admission to 
the effect that Sri Yashpal Kapur was present at Nihasta on 
19th January 1971 or that he delivered any speech whatso- 
ever, Learned counsel submitted that the above quoted ques- 
tion was put because there was no means to know till that 
stage whether Sri Yashpal Kapur was actually present in the 
meeting or not. Tn other words, it was just a probing ques- 
tion. The explanation offered by learned counsel for the res- 
pondent no. 1 is not acceptable to me. Learned counsel for 
the respondent no. 1 had the advantage of being instructed 
by more than one pairokar. One of them, namely Sri Jagpal 
Dubey was always present by the side of tho learned counsel. 
Further, Sri Yashpal Kapur was no other than the election 
agent of respondent no. 1, In the circumstances, the explana- 
tion sought to be given by learned counsel for the respondent 
appears to be mere after thought. 

The only infirmity in the evidence of Raj Kishore Singh 
P.W. is that according to him Professor Sher Singh visited 
village Nihasta on 19th January, 1971, while according to 
the tour programme (Exh. 47) he should have visited that 
village on 18th January 1971. I cannot, however, ignore tho 
fact that Raj Kishore Singh P.W. was examined as a witness 
in the case after a lapse of more than three years. Further, 
Professor Sher Singh was present within the district on both 
the dates. The mistake about the date in the statement of Raj 
Kishore Singh P.W- can therefore be due to lapse of time and 
consequent confusion in his mind. The evidence of Raj 
Kishore Singh cannot be discarded on that account. 

I thus see no justification for refusing to act on the testi- 
mony of Raj Kishore Singh (P.W. 26). 

In order to rebut the evidence of Raj Kishore Singh, the 
respondent no. 1 examined Jagannath Prasad (R, W. 16) and 
Krishna Dutta Pandey (R.W. 17), 

Jagannath Prasad (R.W. 16) is a resident of village 
Nihasta. Krishna Datta Pandey (R.W, 17) was Sub-Postmaster 
in the Sub Post Office, Nihasta during the year 1971, Both of 
them deposed that Professor Sher Singh visited village Nihasta 
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on 18th January 1971 to inaugurate the Telephone Exchange 
Section in the Sub Post Office. It was further stated bv them 
that Sri Yashpal Kapur was not present at the said inaugural 
function. Their evidence cannot be accepted for the simple 
reason that it is inconsistent with the respondent No, l's case, 
ns was clearly put to Raj Kishore Singh (P.W. 26 ) in cross- 
examination. It appears that till quite a late stage the res- 
pondent no. 1 did not intend to deny the presence of Sri 
Yashpal Kapur in the function that took; place at Nihasta in 
connection with the inauguration of the Telephone Exchange 
Section in the Sub Post Office, and that it was only when the 
respondent entered on her defence that it was decided to deny 
that fact. Indeed, it is never difficult for any party to find 
one or two witnesses to bolster up his case, whether it is 
true or false. 

Therefore, placing reliance on the evidence of Raj Kishore 
Singh in perference lo the evidence of Jagannath Prasad 
(R.W.I6) and Krishna Dulta Pandey (R.W. 17), T hold that 
Shri Yashpal Kapur was present at Nihasta when Professor 
Sher Singh inaugurated the Telephone Exchange Section in 
the Sub Post Office there and that Sri Yashpal Kapur on that 
occasion delivered a speech, saying that the respondent no. 1 
was to contest election from Rae Bareli and that people 
should support her. 

It is next alleged that on 19th of January 1971 Professor 
Sher Singh and Sri Yashpal Kapur attended a meeting held 
in Lalganj and that at the said meeting Sri Yashpal Kapur 
said that respondent no. 1 would contest election from Rae 
Bareli constituency and that people should make her success- 
ful. The only evidence adduced by the petitioner in proof of 
the above fact is that of Sri Girish Narain Pandey (P.W, 30), 
Sri Girish Narain Pandey, however, conceded in cross-exami- 
nation that during the year 1971 he was a worker of the Jan 
Sangha Party and that during the year he was examined in 
Court he was a member of the Rashtriya S way j m Scwak. 
He further conceded that he actively supported the petitioner 
in the election and had worked for him as a counting agent as 
well as polling agent. He is, therefore, a partisan witness. 
There being no evidence to corroborate the evidence of 
Girish Narain Pandey, it will not be safe to place reliance on 
bis testimony. 


The respondent examined Abdul Jabbar (R. W. 25), 
Fateh Bahadur Singh (R. W. 26), Ishwar Chand (R. W. 27) 
and Ranjit Singh (R. W. 28) to rebut the evidence of Girish 
Narain Pandey. In view, however, of the fact that I have 
not considered it safe to place reliance on the solitary evidence 
of Girish Narain Pandey, it is needless to refer to the evidence 
of the aforesaid witnesses of the respondent no. 1 in any 
detail. 

J accordingly find that the petitioner failed to prove that 
Sri Yashpal Kapur delivered any speech of the nature alleged 
at Lalganj on 16th of January 1971. 

It is next alleged that on 19th of January 1971 inaugural 
function of the Telephone Exchange Section took place at 
Behta Kalan and in that connection Professor Sher, Singh, 
accompanied by Sri Yashpal Kapur visited village Behta Kalan. 
It is also alleged that on that occasion Sri Yashpal Kapur 
delivered a speech saying that the respondent no. 1 would 
contest election from Rae Bareli and that people should make 
her successful. The petitioner examined Pandit Sheshank 
Misra (P. W, 32), who made a Statement in support of the 
above said allegation. 

Learned counsel for the respondent no.l pointed out that the 
father of Pt. Sheshank Misra P. W. is a member of the Jan 
Sangh Working Committee, and that during the year 1971 he 
himself was polling agent for the petitioner. It is true that 
Pt. Sheshank Misra himself candidly accepted both the afore- 
said facts during his cross-examination. It is, however, once 
again worthy of notice that in the case that was put. to Pt. 
Sheshank Misra (P. W. 32) it appears to have been clearly 
conceded that Sri Yashpal Kapur was not only present at the 
inaugural function that took place at Behta Kalan on 1 9th 
January 1971 but that he also delivered some speech, This 
is apparent from the following questions put to him : — 

"Q. I put it to you that the moment Sri Yashpal Kapur 
started speaking there was an excitement and uproar 
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as a result of which no person in the meeting could 
hear what was being said by Sri Yashpal Kapur. 

A. It is wrong, 

0- I put it to you that Sri Yashpal Kapur did not say 
anything regarding the candidature of respondent 
No. 1, from Rae Bareli parliamentary constituency 
and that he made an appeal only for the help to 
be given to the Congress in general. 

A. This is wrong." 

Learned counsel for respondent No. 1 qnce again, offered 
the same explanation for having put these questions as were 
given in connection with the suggestion that was made to 
Raj Kishore Singh (P.W. 26) in cross-examination. I have 
already said at that stage that the explanation is not at 
all well founded. I have the same reply to give to the ex- 
planation sought to be given by learned counsel for the 
respondent No. 1 in regard to the above-quoted questions 
put to Pt. Sheshank Misra. In that view of the matter, it 
has to be accepted that. Sri Yashpal Kapur w'as present’ at 
Behta Kalan on 19th of January 1971 when Professor Sher 
Singh inaugurated the Telephone, Exchange Section there, 
and that he delivered an election speech on that occasion. 
In view' of my finding earlier that by that lime the respondent 
No. 1 had held herself out as a candidate from Rae Bareli 
parliamentary constituency, it follows that in tho election 
speech delivered by Sri Yashpal Kapur he should have soli- 
cited support for the respondent no, l as deposed by Pt. 
Sheshank Misra. 


The respondent no. 1 examined Shida Bux Singh (R.W. 14) 
and Raghubans Bahadur Singh (R.W. 15) in order to rebut the 
evidence of Sheshank Misra. One of the reasons why the 
respondent no. 1 chose to examine these persons in his 
defence, presumably, was that Sheshank Misra P.W. had 
filed a notice (Exh. 74), said to have been issued to the 
public in regard to the meetings that took place at Behta 
Kalan on 19th January 1971. This notice, inter alia, men- 
tioned that Sri Yashpal Kapur, Private Secretary of the 
Prime Minister, shall also be present on the occasion, The 
notice was Issued under the signatures of Shitla Bux Singh 
and Reghubans Bahadur Singh R. Ws. besides Gupta Singh, 
M.L.A. Both these witnesses deposed that Professor Sher 
Singh inaugurated Telephone Exchange at Behta Kalan on 
19th January 1971. They, however, denied the presence of 
Sri Yashpal Kapur on that occasion. In view, however, 
of the clear case that was put td Sheshank Misra in cross- 
examination admitting the presence of Sri Yashpal Kapur 
in the function that took place at Behta Kalan on 19th 
January 1971, no reliance can be placed on the statement 
of Shitla Bux Singh and Raghubans Bahadur Singh R.Ws. 
denying his presence in that function. 

I accordingly find that Sri Yashpal Kapur did deliver a 
speech at Behta Kalan on 19th January 1971 wherein he 
solicited support for the candidature of the respondent no. 1 
in the election, 

The last allegation is that on 18th of January 1971 Pro- 
fessor Sher Singh laid the foundation stone of the new build- 
ing of the Post Office at Rae Bareli and in the function held 
there Sri Yashpal Kapur delivered a speech convassing sup- 
ort for the respondent no, 1. The only evidence relied upon 
y the petitioner in that connection is that of Uma Shanker 
Yadav (P.W, 41). A perusal of bis statement would show 
that while he deposed about the foundation-stone laying 
ceremony of the Post Office building at Rae Bareli by pro- 
fessor Sher Singh, he did nit depose either about the pre- 
sence of Sri Yashpal Kapur at that function or about any 
speech having been delivered by him, It will thus follow 
that there is no evidence on the side of the petitioner in 
support of that allegation and that allcgaion is accordingly 
not proved. 

The period from 25th of January to 6th of February 1971. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner urjted that unless an 
order accepting the resignation is comumcatcd to the Gov- 
ernment servant concerned the resignation does not take 
effect, Learned counsel further urged that it is not disputed 
even to the respondent that Sri Yashpal Kapur had started 
doing election work for her w'ith effect from 1st of Feb- 
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ruary 1971. It wa s urged that the resignation of Sri Yashpal 
Kapur having been Gazetted on 6th of February 1971, it 
should be inferred that it was communicated to Sri Yashpal 
Kapur on that date and it was on the same date that it 
took eilcct. On this reasoning learned counsel urged that 
the act of the respondent no. 1 in obtaining the assistance 
of Sri Yashpal Kapur between 1st of February 1971 and 
6th of February 1971 shall also constitute a corrupt pra- 
ctice under section 123(7) on the Representation of the 
People Act. 

I have, however, already held on the basis of the decision 
of the Supreme Court in case Raj Kumar v. Union of 
India (A.J.R, 1969 Supreme Court 180) that a resignation 
takes effect on the date it is accepted and that its formal 
communication to the Government servant concerned is not 
necossary, As also stated earlier, the order accepting the 
resignation of Sri Yashpal Kaptn was passed on 25th of 
January 1971, as is apparent from the Gazette notification. 
Sri Yashpal Kapur, therefore', ceased to be a Government 
servant with effect from that date .Consequently, on the basis 
of anything done by Sri Yashpal Kapur for the respondent 
no. 1 during the period between 25th of January 1971 and 
6th of February 1971, the respondent no. 1 cannot be held 
guilty of having committed a corrupt practice. 

My conclusion, therefore, on Issue No. 1 (first set) read 
with Issue No. 1 (of the additional issues) is that the res- 
pondent no. 1 obtained and procured the assistance of Sri 
Yashpal Kapur during the period from 7th of January 1971 
to 24th of January 1971 in furtherance of her election pros- 
pects, when Sri Yashpal Kapur was still a Gazetted Officer 
in the service of the Government of India holding the post 
of Officer on Special Duty in the Prime Minister’s secretariat ; 
and the respondent no. 1 is hereby guilty of the commission 
of a corrupt practice under section 123(7) of the Act. 

ORDER 

Election Petition : 

In view of my findings on Issue No. 3 (first set) Issue 
No. 1 (first set read with additional Issue No. 1, additional 
Issue No. 2 and additional Issue No. 3 this petition is allowed 
and election of Shrimati Indra Nehru Gandhi res- 
pondent No. 1. to the Lok Sabha is declared void. 

The respondent no.l has been found guilty of having 
committed a corrupt practice under section 123 (7) of the 
Representation of the People Act by having obtained (he 
assistance of the Gazetted Officers of the State Govern- 
ment of U. P. viz. the District Magistrate, Rae Bareli, the 
Superintendent of Police, Rae Bareli, the Executive Engi- 
neer, P. W. D,, Rae Bareli, Engineer, Hydel Department, 
Rac Bareli, in furtherance of her election prospects in (he 
manner indicated in my finding on Issue No. 2. She has 
further been found guilty of having committed another 
corrupt practice under section 123(7) of the Representa- 
tion of the people Act by having obtained the assistance 
of Sri Yashpal Kapur, a Gazetted Officer in the Govern- 
ment of India, holding the post of Officer on Special Duty 
in the Prime Minister’s Secretariat, for the furtherance of 
her election prospects in the manner indicated in my find- 
ing on Issue No. 1 read with Additional Issue No, 1. The 
respondent no. 1 accordingly stands disqualified for a period 
of six years from the date of this order as provided in 
section 8A the Representation of the People Act. 

The petitioner shall get his costs of the election petition 
from the respondent no. 1. A table of costs shall be 
prepared by the office in accordance with rule 30 Chapter 
XV of the Rules of Court, 

Writ Petition : 

As already pointed out while recording my finding on 
Issue No. 9, the petitioner has not been able to lay any 
foundation on facts to compel an inquiry into the consti- 
tutionality of (he Representation of the People (Amend- 
ment) Ordinance 1974 (No. XIII of 1974) or that of the 
Representation of the People (Amendment Act 1974). (Act 
No. 58 of 1974). The writ petition No. 3761 of 1975 is 
accordingly rejected. The parties shall bear their own 
costs in the writ petition, 

Sd/ JAGMOHAN L. SINHA, 

TNo. 82/5/of 1 97 1 /UP-HP/75] 

Sd/ JAGMOHANL SINGH. 
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Orff JFfFPT 

(TRET Sift 4PTT faFTfi) 

WHET 

qf 3 1 nf , 10 7 5 

fho WTo 2169. — '(rftrgxPTT ffo 340 (TTo ffo 404/ 
130/73-RTfoitoTffofffo) trrfRj 30 tlfor, 19 73 % 

"•ft 'trRotTiroftTTrtf 41 vh-TTrO % w *r 41 fff PpjPft 

1 Tff 1975 4 T? 41 amft £ I 

[ri° 92fi(TT"tic’ 404/l04/75-Rf<’#l'°rfj'°ffD)] 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 

(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 

INCOME TAX 

New Delhi, the 31st May, 1975 

S.O. 2169. — The appointment of Shri R, S. Nigam as 
Tax Recovery Officer made under Notification No. 340 (F. 
No. 404/130/73-ITCC) dated the 30th April, 1973, is hereby 
cancelled with effect from the 1st June, 1975, 

[No. 926 (F. No. 404/104 /75-ITCC)] 
*Tf° 2170. — ffo 90 2 (T71o ffo 404 / 

85 / 75 -Tnto 4 GtfUfft° ) mrffj 16 hf, 1975 vr Trtftpff 
ttotri 9(nt anxrr &, famr ^ 1 9 , 1975 41 strpt 

2 ^T, 1 9 7 S 4t £pft I 

2. hf wfa^PTT 2 1975 4l £pfN 

92S(TTcffc’ 40 4/8 5/7 5-VT$eA‘>tfIotft'i>)] 

5ttc° m ttM 

ORDER 

S.O. 2170.— Notification No. 902 (F. No. 404/85/75- 
ITCC) dated the 1 6th May, 1975 is partially modified in as 
much as it shall come into force with effect from the 2nd 
June, 1975 instead of 19th May, 1975. 

2. This Notification shall come into force with effeot from 
the 2nd June, 1975. 

[F. No. 928 (F. No. 404/8 5 /75-ITCC)] 

4thT 

1 7[rilt 1975 

*To WTo 2171.— sfftTT fiFPT, 1939 4f tfri ffuflfiRT iprA 
4 vr fuMPiPsH um 4Efrir vtpk 

ffrin pftrfiFFT, 1939 ( 1938 *61 4 ) 41 ETRT 1 1 4 aTO 

wPfetI tt sptVt yrrirT gff irfI 41 RtNmr 3 ^ tjpr 

41 TTOTTT ( 1 ) 41 SrfiSTFpTT: TT 3T(fl JqpETffl 41 TTETTTft % 
fwi tFufirr Pftt ttptt fsFr4 5rmf4r frff 41 ff'qppTT 1 1 
w trftnj+HT 4 Tram ff wrhT'T ?rl4 4 Hr qr ^ 3 % 

TRIT TPt RFPT TT fctffJT TTTTTT pRH I 

TPVT 

1. fuufij TT HH qJtTT (uAtPT ) pFPT, 197 5 ^ I 

2. 41 ft Pm 10394 Petr 1 2 if irffm ( ) ) 4 wet 
TC fpRfaffTT Pm V3T mpT . 


45 GI/75 —7 
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( l) (ap) aflTO sflRT WT *r 5T#P RTTOTCT 3TO d, qT 

(o-) sftqT id fkdr tot wt d dfdiT % tottt<3;?t 

qkr if qfd id^ fd ; — 

q? ?ra : u'Nfro fkqr toftt — 

dp sfrfdqq Mr drfdqq Tff id fdirq ikm qr qrcdr 
d fid qq kkr % to tm: ff pnrjTRT fw irmr dk q^ fk 
fkdf tot tott k kk % fdd spfttt qT qfdqfq Trfqfknr 
id srrrr 4 1 k k *nffq tottst tott TOkT 1 " 

[<pto Po 8 i( i2)-wkT 2/74] 


(Insurance) 

New Delhi, the 1st July, 1975 

S.O. 2171. — -The following draft of rules further to amend 
the Insurance Rules, 1939, which the Central Government 
proposes to make in exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 114 of the Insurance' Act, 1938 (4 of 1938), is pub- 
lished, as required by sub-section (1) of the said section, for 
the information of all persons likely to be affected thereby 
and notice is hereby given that the draft will be taken into 
consideration by the Central Government on or after 60 days 
from the date of its publication in the Official Gazette. 

Any objections or suggestions which may be received from 
any person with respect to the draft on or before the date so 
specified will he considered bv the Central Government. 

Draft 

1. These rules may be called the Insurance (Amendment) 
Rules, 1975. 

2. In tule 12 of the Insurance Rules, 1939, for sub-rule 
(1), the following sub-rule shall be substituted, namely: — 

"(1) It shall be clearly indicated — • 

(a) in every proposal form in the case of life insu- 
rance; or 

(b) in the document, if any, forming the basis of the 

contract in the case of any other form of in- 
surance, 

that rebate of premiums shall be allowed only in accordance 
with the details given in the prospectus or table of premium 
rates and that an offer or acceptance of any other rebate shall 
be an offence under section 41 of the Act.”. 

[F. No. 81 (12) -Ins. 11/74] 


ftto wto 2172 . — tott % Tram tot 2 , 3 tmrf( 2 ) 
d qkkr 28 frown:, 1974 id wtHim wfipj-nT d= 

3388 rrrfNr, 17 frown;, 1974 8ft irrcd if 1 

[qrro do s 1 (12) -idgi- 2/ 7 4] 

WlT 0 % O 


S.O. 2172. — The notification No. S.O, 3388 dated the 17th 
December, 1974 published in Part 11 Section 3 Sub-section (ii) 
of the Gazette of India dated the 28th December, 1974 is 
hereby cancelled. 

[F. No. 81 (12) -Ins. 11/74] 
R. K. MAHAJAN, Director. 
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tfhrT 

ftwfr, 3 tyrtf, 197 5 

mo 2t73, — Tfhrr-trjPF trfsfm, 1962 (1062 *rrr 
52) id sttt 7 k v** (it) am qro irfkqi if sTOT rod 
ftr , dk TO tTTTTT % fdtT TOTOfq (TTSIW dk dtRT fdTOT) 
if) rrfuq-rdi— 

(i) d= g 0/ 7 o-Tfr*rr-yiT»Tr, qkkr 4 ^nf, 1970, 

(ii) .do 5 5/7 24 ]jtt-^t, wrfwr 15 dfe, 1972, dk 

(iii) do s 7/ 7 4 -tftiTHmr, e trorf, 1974, id 

Ffrokr md 5T, kqfk totht, drd id Trrrofr % ttot 1 

d qfe flTOT TOtdf >FT TOnff % rjrrVT 2 d id ircddtflr 

qfdk d fafdfkr qqkrdf k fan dlRMpp firor <mq fdro 
mtff ^ i 


qmd 


Pitot tto 

qqknr 

1 

2 


(t) TOTTfdr tot, *ndj;, idk 
*3^ dk topjw T?df 
it toto tott; dir 


(jq) fdqfa TOT ITT TPTFT, TFTf?I:- 


(i) t}«f fundi, fawd otttt 
dk kro id trd royi d) 
qffcqftra 


(ii) qjifw dk wrojw 

"pfro Ttidf (we pdk) 
dk 


(iii) dk *r?q^Tq 'tfdr 

rrfgtT WTvfTTOT ds-, 

2 . dtror dk qrorod 

frok RTtr in ^FnkrFfr, 

fd*rd ?Twnrr dk kro id idi 
qpfd dl Rfkkm putt, 

3 . drok 

frok TOT «PT tTTTOT, TWdl : — 


(i) ^dfirPTr, kwd fwnr 
dk kro ifr toV tojt 
» d trikrfro 


( ii) toft it kr 

(iii) Tbkfkmt, 

(iv) 'dHt'TK, 

(v) krddit WFt, dk 


(vi) Jtpf, wt dk 

1 


[do 7 5/7 5-dftrr-TJW/'Ero do 48 1/2 3 / 7 5 -TfTrrr-dJTOT- 7] 

rrvr, tot rrfdq 
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CUSTOMS 

New Delhi, 3rd July, 1975 


4tPRt Efafcbb idsg (i95b 4b i) ^ Ehbfb trip <{j i wJ 
■Fbrft 1 1 


S. O. 2173. — In exorcise of the powers conferred by clause (a) 
of section 7 of the Customs Act, 1962 (52 of 1962), and in super- 
session of the notifications of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue and Insurance). 

(i) No,60/70-Customs dated the 4th July, 1970, 

( ii) No. 55/72-Customs dated the 15th April, 1972, and 

(iii) No. 57/74-Customs dated 6th July, 1974, 

the Central Government hereby appoints the airports mentio- 
ned in column 1 of the Table below as customs airports for the 
purposes specified in tho corresponding entry in column 2 of the 
said Tabic. 

TABLE 


Airports 

Purposes 


1 

2 



1. Ahmedtbad and Jaipur (a) The unloading of imported 

goods, namely, rough precious 
and semi-precious stones; and 
(b)the loading of export goods, 
namely 

(i) handicrafts, including hand- 

loom and silk manufac- 
tures, 

(ii) cut precious and semi- 
precious stones, and 

(iii) jcwllery set with precious 
and semi-precious stones, 

2. Srinagar and Varanasi The loading of export goods, 

namely, handicrafts, including 
handloom and silk manufactu- 
res. 

3. Bangalore The loading of export goods, 

namely : — 

(i) handicrafts, including hand- 


1 5 ( 24)-ffoEt° 3 / 75 ] 
(Department of Banking) 

New Delhi, the 7th June, 1975 

S.O, 2174 . — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
53 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the 
Central Government, on the recommendation of the Reserve 
Bank of India, hereby declares that the provisions of sub- 
clause (i) of clause (c) of sub-section (i) of section 10 of the 
said Act shall not apply to Syndicate Bank, for a period of one 
year from the date of this notification, in so far as the said 
provisions prohibit Shri K. K. Pai, its Chairman and 
Managing Director, from being a director of the Karnataka 
Small Industries Development Corporation Ltd., Bangalore, 
being company registered under the Companies Act, 1956 
(1 of 1956). 

[F. No. 15(24)-B.O.m/75] 


1 2 aR, 1975 

4tfo WTo 2175. — rpTrlft FTTb (wmftrprr btfbbT 4^ 
bWbt) Eftjfbbb, 1971 { 1971 4b 40) 9ft HITT 3 3T7T bbW 
vrfrtitfl 4b bbfb 4bvt jrr tmrn; tTh^ffPT farbfafab 

tTRsf) P tret 1 *r ftrforer Eftmfibf t), aft trobK ^ wrfitrb 

Efimft % % tosh: % wFarantr srb Efafbbb 45 

fibUrb % fbr<T tEw Eftprrfr fbtjtb brrtft 1 1 4yr EfrpbTftrrt 4ti 
srb tmeaft 4bt=rb 2 ii fbtrffrb trrrrf) t*rrft ^ Epraptr ii 
btb bfafbbff 5 Ttt xr«PTT baft Ebnfa tprtr EftnbTTf tt suit 
ijtbT xtVr: ^ Efufrau srt tiw Ebbfa bb 
4>'l4 I 




loom and silk manufactures, 

(ii) Sandalwood oil, 

(iii) Agarbatties, 

(iv) Telephonic equipment 


(v) Aeronautical 
and 


equipment, 


(vi) Electronic Tubes, Valves and 
Transistors. 


I'fob fabib 

rtf fetrr, 7 T'l, 1975 


Efabbft 4b 44/bTb 


( 1 ) 


W\*ti ^ 

( 2 ) 


^fbitb Efabbft, 4T Ebb 
tf4bT, 4M4 ,tU 1 


tfsTTb 4bTb, E7Tb, bfibjt;, ^'1 
tffc bftbT bFKtt % ?pgT Bftb 
tTW tittf 5T U S n 1 *f E*l t, la t) x 1 t. 
jftb ii lee 441 Ei9i tf 1 't 1 
% fftt EWT bb% BTtT EEbT 
rufl e) <, it 9 ^ bb la 7 bit 
tEEtr Eftnrfrt ieet 1 


[No. 75/75-Customs/F.No. 48l/23/75-Cus. Vlt] 
D. SARUP, Under Sccy. 


4 b« npj 2174. — fwrft fbPtbbb wfitrfbbb, 1949 

( 19494b 10) mrr 53 jrt stte nrftbbf 4 b bbEr vrji jq 

■tt-fpr u 14 1 v, b 1 eel b ft ji b ^ 4 r 4ft fnbvi fsti Tt, l tuq 5 i 41 b^ 
biw unrft | fbt bbt Efafirbb air am 1 0 4ft baum ( 1 ) % 
^^34 (b) 4 ft wmr (1) % bTR-tj Ttr wfatjbbr % 7 bft 
ft tnfttk & ipn trf ^ xrbfsr b4t % fir#t%e 44? Tt; 
bftb’bbTbb^^bfirrrrfbb ^tt% xrsbsr tfVt; shew 
faarab; aft %opci >1 % bbfFrb tru b^ftb fb4bb fbbb 

% fbttbTr bbf 4b 5tt 'htijr mt ttMtr tbtti | firr tt^, 


dfbJpb bftmtr, ^ 441 Ebb 
4fw, rrebT 1 


EftEfbft, t'4T Ebb 

t fs bl , a 4 I 


ft ol t TT4b if fb Ebb sl s 1 1 

% lETb EE47 bbip JKI 4W 
bb4?t Etb it Tt: ftT^ 
twi EfinnftTT pnb 1 

tpbt bYr nrar it 433 
ir Ebb ^f4tn % ?bTb tern 
bb4f IRl EE4T btbfr Eib *t 
hj Tt fwt EbbT wfabftb 
?btb I 
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l 


qfqrBT xrrr 

’ififJTT, qffTT i 


$fqfrq qlwfr, ita tttt 
tfirr, q£ frftft i 


sfq'frq qfqrrtt, fa ’srn: 

TjfrqT, qqq'jq I 

stJiite Wffer'prCt, sirs fa vi(T, 
qfiqr, ^WiTTS I 


JWf ’trFirafrrfr, us: fa trrq> 

?Fs«tt, '*ftTT^r \ 

3fq%q wimtf, us fa 

^ft'TT, jkTTqiT i 


2 


H (4 "1 "11 s, a, n ic 4 qk ^TA* qqT 
qtftq wq qtfrtk it uz 
j?«T7 xrre tfkn ^ tth wi 
gq% am sT«rrr Tqqft wlr (T 
qf qq ftp? qft qqqT xrrqqfftq 
wr i 

qRjj ttYt 'bn*, gfkmrr, 
•’T.r'n'R tfk f pTiiTT-i qTTT m T 
*hftq qnrq faqrt it sis 
fa xnr tfkn % WH 
srqqr tr% arrr RqqT ffai 
sflr ft qf qr far q* <qw 
^raTffrq rqrq i 

tjar q£q qpq it uz fa ntr 
tftnqr wrq w«rr ttr; snr 
irw qqqfr str it q£ qr brq 
q^ nrwr qfiraftq ftr i 
ijqqrr Tr*q it wk qqq it uz 
t'qr xrrqr qfkrr %■ wi *1447 
tb% sttt srqqT tbaYt wtr 
it q£ qq qtt wqqr Bftr- 
q^tq^qiq i 

qiq sbtur qqqq it zzz fa Rtt 
’ tfkn % wq wqqr qq% ikt 
*mr gqrY sfk it qf qt fat 
qt qqqr wfaq^tq ftt* i 
sfrw qkq wr it fa m 
rfkrr ^ pnq ra qq% ira 
<qqqr Rqqfr xfk ir q£ qq fa? 
q/Y qqqT qrfm^tw fth i 


[*to 7(9) ^To?frc 3/74] 

* 

New Delhi, the 12th June, 1975 

S.O. 2175,— Tn exercise of the powers conferred by section 
3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised Occupants) 
Act, 1971 (40 of 1971), the Central Government hereby appoint 
the officers mentioned in column (1) of the Table below, being 
offleets equivalent to the rank of a gazetted officer of Govern- 
ment, to be estate officers for the purposes of the said Act, 
who shall exorcise the powers conferred and perform the duties 
imposed on the estate officers by or under the said Act in 
respect of the public premises specified in column (2) of the 
said Table. 

TABLE 


( 1 ) 


Premises Officer, State 
Bank of Tndia, Patna, 


Premises Officer, State Bank 
of India, Bombay. 


Premises Officer, State Bank 
of India, Madras, 


Premises Officer, State Bank 
India, New Delhi. 


Premises Officer, Stale Bank 
of India, Kanpur, 


Premises Officer, States Bank 
of India, Ahmedabad. 


Premises Officer, State Bank 
of India, Bhopal. 


Premises Officer, State Bank 
of India, Hyderabad. 


( 2 ) 


Premises belonging to or taken 
on lease or requisitioned by or 
on behalf of the State Bank of 
India in the State of Bihar. 
Premises belonging to or taken 
on lease or requisitioned by 
or on behalf of (he Slate Bank 
of India in the Slate of Maha- 
rashtra and in Goa. 

Premises belonging to or taken 
on lease or requisitioned by or 
on behalf of the State Bank of 
India in the States of Tamil 
Nadu, Karnataka and Kerala 
and the Union Territory of 
Pondicherry. 

Premises belonging (o or taken 
on lease or requisitioned by 
or on behalf of the State Bank 
of India in the State of Jammu 
and Kashmir, Punjab. Har- 
yana, Rajasthan and Himachal 
Pradesh and the Union Terri- 
tory of Delhi. 

Premises belonging lo or taken 
on lease or requisitioned by 
or on behalf of the Slate Bank 
of India in the State of Uttar 
Pradesh. 

Premises belonging to or taken 
on lease or requisitioned by 
or on behalf of the State Bank 
of India in the State Bank of 
India in the States of Gujarat 
and in Daman, 

Premises belonging to or taken 
on lease or requisitioned by 
or on behalf of the State Bank 
of India in the State of Ma- 
dhya Pradesh. 

Premises belonging to or taken 
on lease or requisitioned by 
or on behalf of the State Bank 
of India in the State of Andhra 
Pradesh. 


[No. 7 (9)-B.O. ITT/74] 

qrr° m<> 2176. — httr) ww (*rrrfa£q qrFqqf 5 ft 

warfr) qfaffiqq, 1971 (1971*040) *st tmr 3 stct 
qfffiqf m qq'rq qtq* $tr %qfrq rttr r^Ttr fkqbrfwq 
qrtqfr % qrprq 1 *r fTfer <qiwfqqf tt, qfr rranr t ttt- 
qfaq BfEmfr qr % snrn; £ qfwrr Ijr, qyq qftrFqqq % 
squrq £ fw rrmr nftpprtt 1 1 FT wIwtMt Tt 

73x6 qTTTft % qqqq 2 $ fffiqfirq BTTrft FTThT ^ FRipH- q 
qfafqqq sra xrqqT qiqqq ttt wfwqr q?r 5 pm 
qRqr gtqr wk tjts xrfafqqq jttt qw qq 

tt 4 qprr grn i 


qrwt 


Designation of the officer 

Categories of public premises 
and local limits of jurisdiction 



BferaroqT qnr 

qTqrrfi' fttat Tt 'Jfqqt Tflr 

(11 

(2) 


WTirffiFTT, ThTqtq Tftqqr 

Premises Officer, State Bank 
of India, Calcutta. 

Premises belonging to or taken 
on lease or requisitioned by or 
on behalf of the State Bank of 
India in the States of West 
Bengal, Assam, Manipur, Tri- 
pura and Orissa and the Union 
Terri tory of Andaman and 
Nicobar Islands. 

(i) 

(2) 

ekftq ww, ^f^rr xfmqtq 
fa, itqrv; qqq 2, q^BT qf^TA, 
rq irrtq BTfq, qrmf- 20 1 

•frqq xft^Tqftq fa % 

Rq% irq qqqr "jqqr wrr q 
qf qq fTq* q^ B^qr qftrq^tq 
rqpr i 
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Wofrr i iforr ntT^n f. wnraffif % 944t 99 % 


7%s i o l Tfk 102 q^ff trt *mr 99%( %r 9 tj tx 

9149, Tlf^ff $T9ff, 3 HT9RT9 Let ipf iq-sq^T (fFtn^U T9T4 I 

rtT. friTr - 1 

TtF99, tFjtt Tfr^Rtfr* $%, v *mT wc 

rrfTo qfo *rrf O 10 01—10 93 JTR 9947 99%( %K 9 7? 7T 

%rjj-T9 t>t, %r%9, %T9 xm \ Fro qq trqqr wftntftT rtft i 


[%o 7(9)«fto5fro 3 / 74 ] 

S.O. 2176. — In cxercis* of the powers conferred by section 3 
of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised Occupants) Act. 
1971 (40 of 1971), the Central Government hereby appoints the 
officers mentioned in column (1) of the Table below, being offi- 
cers equivalent to the rank of a gazetted officer of Government, 
to be estate officers for the purposes of the said Act, who shall 
exercise the powors conferred and perform the duties imposed 
on the estate officers by or under the said Act in respect of the 
public premises specified in column (2) of the said Table, 

TABLE 

Designation of the officer Categories of public premises and 

local limits of jurisdiction 


JO __ V-) 

Regional Manager, Indian Premises belonging to or taken 
Overseas Bank, Maker on lease or requisitioned 

Bhavan II, 1 FI 001 , New by or on behalf of Indian Over- 

Marine Lines, Bombay- seas Bank in Bombay. 

20 , 

Regional Manager, Indian Premises belonging 10 or taken 
Overseas Bank, Flat No. on lease or requisitioned by or 
101 & 102, First Flooi, on behalf of Indian Overseas 
Rohit House, 3, Tolstoy Bank in New Delhi. 

Marg, New Dcllii-1. 

Manager, Indian Overseas Premises belonging to or taken 
Bank, S-VI-I09I-1093, on lease or requisitioned by 

Kottukulam Road, Co- or on behalf of Indian Oversea 

chin, Kerala State, Bank in Cochin. 


[No. 7(9)-B : O III/74] 
<pj° wr° 217 7. — trwrfr rift (wsnfirf* 9TF94T %r SNwI) 9F9- 
(949 197 1 ( t 9 7 1 *PT 40 ) %f tJITt 3 JHr TT?T WTTTTf 99 9979 
97% gtT %fsfFT TRTTT trqtTIRI F9r4f%f%9 9Ruf( % 9999 i ff FtTfilT 
9ftI99fT9T TT, ufr 9TTK % TTsTlfer 9Ftmf( % % 97797; 

% srftrwRt if, tw 9F9f%99 % 99(99 % ftrtT fito trftmfr 
fffijfw 979t I I 99 ^FffTTfTZTT %t 994 TTRuflf % qqiqq 2 9 
BwfftT TRTTTf 19197 % 9*97 4 if 999 9F«rF499 IRC 999T 
TFT 9444 99?4 TFiJTRt 97 94>T 9R47 '191 9(9: 999 9fcrf999 
3RT 944T 9941 99^9 977 9? 499 9R4 JET | 

9R9T 


49 99419 T9T4T 4?) qvff tfR W^lfsRtR 4% 


RTT%l9 tfriTTF 



999T4T, 94(447, %T9, 9F9TJR, wrtT 999, 

3f999 ITUS' SS TaTT [9919- 9!TRIt^, 7f%49 4999 7TJ9T 9 
99, #T 9TT 4^, %(T rpqjq TTJq iqqq fo=ifL qqq 

9T 9Tf%9, 9T9tT I 9797, 999 tfk 5(9 9 fil 99 


(0 ( 2 ) 


9T9i %?(7; % RTT4 944T 99% 
SRT 999T 9940 %R % 9 ZZ 
T9 f91 99 999T wFsRTFiCT P9T4 I 


[ 907 ( 9 ) rrosfto 3 / 74 ] 


S.O.2177— In exercise of the powers confeired by section 3 of tho 
Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised Occupants) Act, 1971 
(40 of 1971), the Central Government hereby appoints the offi- 
cer mentioned in cohimn (1) of the Table below, being the offi- 
cers equivalent to the rank of a gazetted officer of Government, 
to be an estate officer for the purposes of the said Act, who shall 
exercise the powers conferred and perform the duties imposed 
on the estate officers by or under the said Act in respect of the 
public premises specified in column (2) of the said Table 

TABLE 


Designation of the officer Categories of public premises 
and local limits of jurisdiction 


( 1 ) ( 2 ) 

Manager, Premises and Premises belonging to or taken 
Dead Stock Department, on lease or requisitioned by 
State Bank of Mysore, or on behalf of State Bank of 

Head Office, Bangaloie. Mysore, in the states of Kar- 

nataka, Kerala, Tamilnadu, An- 
dhra Pradesh, Maharashtia, 
West Bengal and the Union 
Territories of Delhi and Goa, 
Daman and Diu. 


[No, 7(9)-B ; O III/74] 


WT» W° 2178 1 — TRWRf ?9FT ( 95nfETfTr 9tfWf 4% fct9T?ft) 
9fijf499, 1971 ( 1971 TT 40) %t HRT 3 3TCT 9f%T9T TT 
T9t9 TRY |(T %f#T9 9T9R tTcTTSTO f99rf?T%fT 9R%T % TTFT9 1 9 
fffftJT srfsTTTfTTt %t, 91 97TR % TRq%9 wFtTWrfl % 

% arrar % wftRtrft f, TfT 9ftrl949 % 99(99 % Let 9J99r 

wFttTrfr FfftjTT ^ 1 T9 wFtrfrrFfTr %r 999 9r99( % tttt 2 

9 FT-jffTT 9<TfF( T4T4t % 9 ripy if ^=r KTFtTf949 SRT 944r 99% 
9999 TO TrFtTTRf 99 9919 TTTr FJ9T VH 999 9Ft( 999 SRT 
99TT 99% %9it9 9tT 94 W>[% 999 599 | 


9 1 puff 


TfFj9ifff 99 99919 9TTR( ?4T9T %f %fw 9(T 

%9TFsTTR %TRTFf(9 9t9T% 


( 1 ) 


9T9?r Wrjx: (5T9r99 ) 9rt -9R9 9 99TT9T 99 9tTi' 

9?99T EgTVFFqq- ^757 % rvqrq (7979 99% ?RT 9991 

999 ?af(F949 99%r fit t 9 Ft% 9% 

TFFcTW 9RT f%9T9, 999 99TT 9ftJ9f(9 T9T9 I 

9T9T99, xpnlx. 3% 919 
5FT9T, TTTfTT I 
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(0 ( 2 ) 


iMW 'TO-UW, WSTTOTT tt T TO- f TVf t! Id H STITT, WtTWrTT 

II, yn ^ tr far tot stpst, tto rrtro fn nrrm , htoswii 

fftnrr i mm, witTr vfiz snw eftr 

TITOT I’T'I 'VY ITir'TI TT w I H d, > 
mm t4V stttoto jm wtotto m r 
FsfJ T T|V < TfVTTT M 1 $ 'j'i 1 1 - 

Jr It tow jfTrr % tobt tort 
TOT% 5KT TOTOT TOlTV Wk % 

q^ qr farl tort xrftr- 

lt$lT TOFT I 

tsVrftq sttoeit rrfrfnr qfroTr tottst tOt fYTrr titoV I 
titer, ’jrtTffT % tow tjffirro IT xrtw T t^ft 
ifTOr i wn totT skt wmm totTV 

sfk I qri TT froV 'll TORT 
srftni^q toft i 

trbTrq qtFtrw, hjii «.r^ wk Fiji tw^) 'jtttt, n W-t t it Hr 
tprTFr, tjarToi IT tow wqfew Tmff I IT to 

tftarr i Ifinn % to tort sttt 

tort totTt tot I tss ft frl 
'll mm Trftnr^ter toft i 

tfoteq srs*it, tott 'ffroftir tor sTst, totr, ^totto ■tt’kTur- 
tfor, rpRtk It (tit toft ruTr I irk toWf tfr 
T fror i iter ftt-rfi I tjrnki IT tow 

tfTn- Iw qw mm ffT ito 
xr*Rr wttTV ifk I qzt qr fail 
irl tort wfircriftiT toft i 

iteflq wtr?nw, totf TH tor Tk Iffr tttoV Jf ijTr?£* 
Tim, jj-titI? IT tow IT *rrw ^Itht T ?fft tort 
T fYqr i trwT jri mm m*ft ifk Vr 

q^S tt fYl ’ll mm rrftr* 

lifter TOFT i 

dsfcT war, wtTwrr iter- tpraT* IT tow IFTtt TV wfwttt 
i, ijwrsJ? It 'em; srrarr, tpT° tro Tr srprr, 
xfw I TFTIT itwIT VTTTT, SK^IKMI 

vTn3T, qqTur z stf3t vl * vkT 
Tk bttt T|tJ urm T ptr 
mT 5KT wtt ijar^r 
IT sm IfTn T sT t t^i 
qr fTI q| 'tr'qqT TFaqfra 
FTa i 

[*T° 7(9) llo Tto 3 / 74 J 

S. O. 2178. —In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised 
Occupants) Act, 1971 (40 of 1971), the v Central 

Government hereby appoints the officers mentioned 
in column (1) of the Table below, being officers equivalent 
to the rank of a gazcited officers of Government, to 
be estate officers for the purposes of the said Act, who shall 
exercise the powers conferred and perform the duties imposed 
on the estate officers by or under the said Act in respect of the 
public premises specified in column (2) of the said Table. 


TABLE 

Designation of the officer Categories of public premises 
and local limits of jurisdiction 

(I) (2) 

Deputy General Manager, Premises belonging to or taken 
CAdmn), Assistant Gene- on lease or requisitioned by or 

ral Manager (Accounts) on behalf of the United Bank 

and Chief Engineer & of India throughout India. 
Manager, Estate Depart- 
ment, Head office, United 
Bank of India, Calcutta. 

Regional Manager, Calcut- Premises belonging to or taken 
ta Region-II, United Bank on lease or requisitioned by 
of India. or on behalf of the United Bank 

of India in all Calcutta Bran- 
ches except Old Court House 
Stieet Branch, Calcutta Bran- 
ch, N.S. Road Branch, Dharam- 
tala Branch, College Street 
Branch and Royal Exchange 
Branch as also the branches 
In the States of Bihar and Oris- 
sa, 

Regional Manager, West Premises belonging to or taken 
Bengal, Ropion, United on lease or requisitioned by 

Bank of India. or on behalf of the United Bank 

of India in the State of West 
Bengal and Tripura. 

Regional Manager, Maha- Premises belonging to or taken 
rashtra and Gujarat Uni- on lease or requisitioned by 

ted Bank of India. or on behalf of the United Bank 

of India in the States of Maha- 
ashtra, Gujarat, Tamil Nadu 
and Karnataka. 

Regional Manager, North Premises belonging to or taken on 
India Region, United lease or requisitioned by or 

Bank of India. on behalf of the United Bank 

of India in the States of Uttar 
Pradesh, Punjab, Haryana and 
Rajasthan and the Union Ter- 
ritory of Delhi. 

Regional Manager, Assam Premises belonging to or taken 
and Meghalaya, United on lease or requisitioned by 

Bank of India. - or on behalf of the United 

Bank of India in the States of 
Assam and Meghalaya. 

Regional Manager, Calcut- Premises belonging to or taken 
ta Region-1, United on lease or re ;uisifiOncd by 

Bank of India. or on behalf of the United Bank 

of India by Calcutta Branch, 
N.S. Road Branch, Royal Ex- 
change Branch, Dharamtala 
Branch, College Street Branch 
and Old Court House Street 
Branch. 


[No. 7(9) B. O. Ill/ 74] 

WTo Wto 2179, — BTWrf) PTR (XTETTftTfttT TTtfTn TV 

nftrfTrffi 1971 (i97t wr 40 ) TV trnr 3 

5 TTT SWI srfkTff WT qtfrq writr JtT Tqftq Ttrwrr 
u-1441 rt fHHp^frau tt i -wu T WITR 1 I tjfFTfrTTicT 
erftmftTi TV, TV rtwr T TTarrfinr xrfsmfv T TV^I 
T ttott T wftmfl tot stfa-fTOR T qTm T firr twiat 
stftjqtrf) VTjTrt wnrf (r i BftmfrTV Tt tott ttoTV T i 
h fTti’ifirt towtTV totti T TOTptr Sr tot TtfsifiuR 4m xnm tttT 
TtVtt qrr sTfirwiTt tt tnr>r tott ?>it T)t to?t efftTfron 
tttt wan totT w7tnt?T Tk wrl wto tfl i 
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qnqf) 


srfOTrff tt qqqrq h i O ' pqpff nf) ^ sfk $stt- 

firm kr pTFfrq 


(0 ( 2 > 


?r^r wot sfk qrq ^ot wrS, 5t, ^rr 3k % ftr 
kawR: ft«tt q?mk q?r stott TOT girt srwr tot) srtr 
wot (ottItt fqqrq) q qr2 it fwq q3 stott crfir- 
3-TT 3k, TRTlf I M I 


[q« 7 (fl) 3)o STt° 3 / - 7 4] 

S. O. 2179. — In exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of 
Unauthorised Occupants) Act, 1971 (40 of 1971), 

the Central Government hereby appoints the officers 
mentioned in column (1) of the Table below, being officers equi- 
valent to the rank of a gazetted officer of Government, to be es- 
tate officers for the purposes of the said Act, who shall cxcrciso 
the powers conferred and perform the duties imposed on the 
estate officers by under the said Act in respect of the public 
premises specified in column (2) of the said Table. 


TABLE 

Designation of the officer 

Categories of public premises and 
local limits of jurisdiction 

(1) 

(2) 


Deputy General Manager Premises belonging to or taken 
and Chief Accountant on lease or requisitioned by or 
and Assistant General on behalf of Dcna Bank in 
Manager (Property Dc- Greater Bombay, 
partment) Dena Bank, 

Bombay. 


[No. 7(9)-B.O . Ill/ 74 

ttlo WTO 2180.— POTTft PTR (OTTfOTq sflftriff 
8?) twtfr) STftrftqq, 1971 (l971 77 40 ) 

kf tjm 3 6TTT yqtn Vi fan U 77 srqfq ^ 

J3 foffq TOTH tpr^rm fOTlkftaq qnqfl % TtkriT 1 if 
Tfkrfkq wFOTTfriff k f, kr ottot k Tnrrfqq srfOTtfr % st^k 
% grrar k srfOTrff tot srfafOTq % srqfOT % faq 
srfOTrff fkqfOT Ttpfl $ 1 qq xrfOTifriff kt tot qTTkf % krirq 
2 if fqtrffOT ktkrfl sqrkf % trot if tot srftrfqqq sttt 
Tkk std-'ld M 4 W STfOTTTf OT OTPl a, vii ([PTT sfrf TOT STfufk-tu 
grrr stott tt% sfakT elk qi) krff £fq 1 

*TTPJfl 


srfOTrff it 3W exkrff OTOTf kf 'kfkqt sftr 
skqrfOTTT kf prpflq kferq 1 


(1) (2) 


fqftT SrfOTrff, TriTKWTq 3k, sprit, TfWq OTTe, erin'tOT, iw- 
qqq krqfeq, i4^faqT eqsfrf TkfqT kTuqf if, jeqrr- 


(') 


(2) 


1 


tStfPl WOT, TTUTtOTTk, 
wkfq *t'toka, 1 4 , sTsar 
tilct'iq krirkpr, 1 4 , rfs a a 
kfl, WWT-l 


tsfkfq wot, qrT?rirrq4k, 
kkfq kriTfTq, 7W, OTT 
Tl¥, 7W, fqfR I 

Wsffk WOT, TWTIriOT^T, 
kkfq wnVm, irinjririq, 
TkT SrifT I 


it^tot PiriWOT, qeT^rim 
3k, tfoffq OTTfaq, TTk 
TfT, *fl 4 3v 1 I 


$flfq OTHTk, 5*1 l$l«t 14 4*f>, 
10 , TifOTTfisr it 
fitv^f I 


tkfrq wot, 

TrirfOT, i-l/74, 

sikm irraVr, sfum- 1 4 1 

tfoffq WOT, OT, 

1 8 f)*i< ft®, qrsjf-26 I 


9 [9 t"7j 1 ,, xorqi Ttt% dm 

ST W OTT^V xfk Tr 7^ OT fipr 
irtr xrspTT qftjq^Ytr ftmr 1 
xpriT,7firim qw, TriiTOTi tqrw n*lri 
TlffET TRtfi if VriTBTtrriT ^ 

rifftrr Sfrrwff if T?rrprra I't 

%F4PT TTWOTT ffTO XPW 

tot) xifr ^ tt firr qo 1 
Tow xrftnr^ftT wpt 1 
ftrgiT nri h f 'TWOT; 3k 3rwrr 
tot irrr swrr tpu ufYr ir 
7^ 7T fkl 7^ XP77T SlFOTlifq 
WR I 

tot ttw % qrrmff, fOTigr 
qiaft^T, qftriTT, ] i) sniff, 
StlflTJi: sfu 7TTT flk if t/TTfr, 
«rr>t ot % wt wott TT^jrm 
WW Ttriff srlr ir 7T^ 7T fHtr 
qq 1 W7T srfVq#fq m 1 
TOT TOT if i^TTjq, ifqs, rpmrt- 
qqr, qiqt, ^ottpi, 

siTfsrf^T, spffqr, xtprrr, n^rr, 
3Jltnri, OTiqT TFOrit, Trir 
qftTTTT, errifff, #ff, 7>*'srwiq, 

q'frr, qfcnpr, OTsdqrq, pm, 

TiT'PjT, fqsfr if s r t l tt) a Is 3k 
3rP7H SOW TT% ffTTT S1W 
Tqqff wIt if 7T fW q? 
ww srflnJijfq ww 1 

qrnrir, pqpqr -aVt TTirisriq qqr 
qsfw TTsq s3k fL-Ti xffr OTff- 
q® if TA4K1«PI 3k ^TFriT siw 
T7% 5TtT TTTff (ffT ff 7^ 
7T kq q3 srqqr srftnnpq 
OTriT i 

qsq qOT si 77 if uriTtjTTiq 3m PtR 
StOTT TTk 3TST STOTT TTSff 
sftT if 7T^ 7T FtT t3 STOTT 
STfsTfl^fT PTR I 

otttt^j qji sin, 4, vm , qkqqTT, srfer 

7OT sfk mrfOT ir SdTftqTT 

% pth stw Tq^r jtxt srqqr Tqqff 

sftr ^ q^2 tt fqq qq srqkr 

srftpj^lH' pot i 


[qo 7(9) 3 fo sffo 3/74] 

S. O. 2180. — In exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 3 of the Public Premises (Eviction 

of Unauthorised Occupants) Act, 1971 (40 of 1971), 
the Central Government hereby appoints the officers 
mentioned in column (1) of the Table below, being officers 
equivalent to the rank of a gazetted officer of Government, 
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to be estate officers for the purposes of the said Act, who shall 
exercise the powers conferred and perform the duties imposed 
on the estate officers by or under the said Act in respect of the 
public premises specified in column (2) of the said Table. 

TABLE 


Designation of the officer 

Categories of public premises 
and local limits of jurisdiction 

(1) 

(2) 


Law Officer, Allahabad 
Bank, Head Office, 14, 
India Exchange Place, 
Calcutta- 1 . 


The Regional Manager, 
Allahabad Bank Regional 
Office, 1 4, India Exchange 
Place, Calcutta- 1 . 


The Regional Manager, 
Allahabad Bank, Re- 

gional Office, Patna- 
Gaya Road, Patna, Bi- 
har. 

The Regional Manager, 
Allahabad Bank, Re- 

gional Office, Allahabad, 
Uttar Pradesh. 


The Asst. General Mana- 
ger, Allahabad Bank, 
Regional Office, Park 
Road, Lucknow-1, Uttar 
Pradesh. 


The Regional Manager, Al- 
lahabad Bank, 10-Parlia- 
ment Street, New Delhi. 


The Regional Manager, Al- 
lahabad Bank, Regional 
Office, E-l/74, Area Co- 
lony, Bhopal- 14. 


Premises belonging to or taken 
on lease, or requisitioned by 
or on behalf of the Allahabad 
Bank in the States of Assam, 
West Bengal, Nagaland, Me- 
ghalaya and Orissa. 

Premises belonging to, or taken 
on lease, or requisitioned by or 
on behalf of the Allahabad 
Bank in the States of Assam, 
West Bengal, Nagaland, Me- 
ghalaya, and Orissa. 

Premises belonging to, or taken 
on lease, or requisitioned by 
or on behalf of the Allahabad 
Bank in the State of Bihar. 


Premises belonging to, or taken 
on lease or requisitioned by or 
on behalf of the Allahabad 
Bank in the districts of Vara- 
nasi, Mirzapur, Ghazipur, Ba- 
lia, Gorakhpur, Deoria, Azam- 
garh, Allahabad, Fatehpur, 
Jhansi, Jalaun, Hamirpur and 
Banda in the State of Ultar 
Pradesh. 

Premises belonging to or taken 
on lease or requisitioned by or 
on behalf of the Allahabad 
Bank in the districts of Dehra- 
dun, Meerut, Muzaffamagar. 
Bulandshahr, Bareilly, Mora- 
dabad, Shahjahanpur, Ali- 
garh, Agra, Mathura, Nainital, 
Lucknow, Unnao, Rai Bareli, 
Sitapur, Hardoi, Khcri, Faiza- 
bad, Gonda, Bahraich, Faru- 
kkhabad, Etawah and Kanpur 
in the State of Uttar Pradesh. 

Premises belonging to or taken 
on lease or requisitioned by 
or on behalf of the Allahabad 
Bank in the States of Punjab 
Haryana and Rajasthan and the 
Union Territories of Delhi 
and Chandigarh. 

Premises belonging to or taken 
on lease or requisitioned by or 
on behalf of the Allahabad 
Bank in the State of Madhya 
Pradesh. 


The Regional Manager, Premises belonging to or taken 
Allahabad Bank, 18- on lease or requisitioned by 

Peddcr Road, Bombay- or on behalf of the Allahabad 

26, Bank in the States of Maha- 

rashtra, Gujarat, Kerala, Ta- 
rhil Nadu, Andhra Pradesh 
and Karnataka. 


[No. 7(9)-B.O.m/74] 

WTToWrro 2181. — ATTTfl TATA ( WWTfa?TA Wtfwi Atf jfWfSApT ) WftT- 
Pm, 1971 ( 1971 ATT 40) STTI 3 3TTT WOT APPTAT «FT WA>A 
^AftWATAAT hi J4I ft fA»A fafarA ATTTft % TTAA 1 if fafaTA 


flftmPwlf TtATITR: % TRlwfiRT wfOTRT % W>ft^ T 3ROT 
% WfWRTfT S, OTT wfiffiTAA % WARTA % fan mOT wRpTTft 
fffiJWT «FT7fft i. I xrfSTTforf lit 7PTA ATTuft 

% RTTTA 2 if fAtrffTA prqqfr TATA't % AWA A TRT wfqfAAA 
3T7T WOT RA^ WTpfa OTA wfuTTTt TT WWtA TTAT $>TT WV 
RIAWfAfTTA 3TTT WOT TA% WAffiA aH A# Tpf IRA I 

araI 


wfffiTRt TT Wl RTTTTt TATAt wfwwt wYt 
sSwftRTR «Ft tattIa hIrtt 



WATAtA tnptTT, ElTtl fit, 
wapEa Tprfww, tp-at i 


WWPftA WOT, %ART f'T, 
TATAtA TTaYta, WITA I 


srwpftw wot %attt fir, 
wwtaIa apEra, totat i 


JTflT»fUr WOT, *ATTT 
WAPftA VPtfRW, POTft | 


wap^a wot, %att fit, 

JJW A PT f AA, WflT I 

WWTaIa wa-ar, Tart fit, 
a 4 HU 4 AT 9 i^, x I Ti A T I 


WAPftA wot %tttt ot, 

WAPTlW RPTftTA, $TWIT I 


WAPftA WOT, TART W, 
WAPftA wrt'TT, aiwt i 


hssKffij, ^ATTA wY< ASA qOT TTtfifr 
if TART OT % TATA WOT 
3TTT WT RA^t WtT ir AAA TT 

fAf aa mr wftEprfATATA 

4 f4 M ATT THA if WlT a'aIA TpTA 
sYf if %ART OT 3TTATA 

WAIT 3TTT WOT ATPtY 

WtT A AA^ AT fOT A? WOT 
wfttTT^fiT TATA I 

wfwftAAPT, felT WY; Atf\AT7TTAf 
i[ %ATTT OT ^t TATA WOT TJTPft 
fl i Tf TP4AT ATIaI WIT it qtti 
AT fsp? Aii WOT wrsBnflA 
TWtA I 

AWfA SjTATWT WJr THTTATA THAI if 
WJT AWlw TOT tSw "WiffAT WlT 
fitTTft ir %ATTT iv %T«TTA WATT 
ATT% 3TTT WWAT ATPrA wR ^ 
AA$ AT fOT A? WOT WfwflA 
TWtA 1 

«FAfOT TtW it %AKT fit TATA 
wot att% arm wot AmfV 
wtr ir aaJ ar fww wf wwwr 
WfOTftA TATA I 

%TW TTOT if %ATTT #A %rwTAW'OT 
JRT WOT RAAff w'tT if 
A^ AT fAW 1 A? WOT WfwffA 
TATA I 

WtCT W^W TOT if %ART fT^TATA 
WOT ATTfr JRT WOT TAlffw'rT 
ir aa? at fwf nf wot wfw- 
W^A TATA I 

WaVa TRA AtWT, AAAWYt rftA 
if iATTT f'T % TATA WOT RA% 
?TTT WOT AA# ir Af AT fAA 
AAf wwwr wftrtrfrA tata i 

[As 7(9) ITTo Wls 3/74] 
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S. O. 2181 — In exorcise of the powers conferred by section 
3 of the Public Premises(Eviction of Unauthorised Occupants) 
Act,1971(40of 1971), the Central Government hereby appoints the 
officers mentioned in colunin(l)of the Table below, being officers 
equivalent to the rank of a gazetted officer of Government, to 
be fcstate officers for the purposes of the said Act, who shall 
exercise the powers conferred and perform the duties imposed 
on the estate officers by or under the said Act in respect of the 
public perm Iscs specified i n column (2) of the said Table. 

TABLE 


Designation of the Officer 

Categories of public premises 
and local limits of jurisdiction 

0) 

(2) 


Divisional Manager, Ca- Premises belonging to or taken 
nnra Bank, Divisional on lease or requisitioned by 
Office, Bombay. or on behalf of Canara Bank 

in the States of Maharashtra, 
Gujarat and Madhya Pradesh. 

Divisional Manager, Ca- Premises belonging to or taken 
nara Bank, Divisional on lease or requisitioned by 
Office, Madras. or on behalf of Canara Bank 

in the State of Tamil Nadu 
and the Union Territory of 
Pondicherry. 


Divisional Manager, Ca- Premises belonging to or taken 
nara Bank, Divisional on lease or requisitioned by 

Office, Calcutta. or on behalf of Canara Bank 

in the States of West Bengal, 
Bihar and Orissa. 


Divisional Manager, Ca- Premises belonging to or taken 
nara Bank, Divisional on lease or requisitioned by 
Office, Delhi. or on behalf of Canara Bank 

in the States of Punjab, Har- 
yana and Rajasthan and the 
Union Territories of Chandi- 
garh and Delhi. 


Divisional Manager, Ca- Premises belonging to or taken 
nara Bank, Head Office, on lease or requisitioned by 
Bangalore. or on behalf of Canara Bank 

in the State of Karnataka. 


Divisional Manager, Ca- Premises belonging to or taken 
nara Bank, Divisional on lease or requisitioned by or 
Office, Calicut. on behalf of Canara Bank 

in the State of Kerala. 




MftTOTfr TT 'TTffTtT TOTtl rUTUt Tf Mfiwl tflT 
tfonftptiTT T) WlN tflRPi 


(0 


( 2 ) 


^tt n’rr 'pn % Mra-qpr rph 1 
4; ?«tpt tmi tjffifrnrr 
tftr ?r if tt ftp* ffii 
trenrr mw i 

4m MUT % cpn ri 

firm) JjiPT't trwrf, mutt nVf 
vrrfpw ^ 4r ript 
mw am tot Ttraf) sfrr 
if qr faq m*ut wfwwsffi 

PUTT i 

mtts (totm W5t if 4 m 

4; rtpt spprr 3M4; am owr 
Trof) mIr q£ tc q4 

MUTT tTrutttfl’T TOFT I 
M$TqM b'th UTUfr, am spur fawft MiF-fTt u’lr 7tr% Mm qm 
ftwrY i 4a mu; <4 rth M*m Ttut 

am mmut g-ruf! mPc <4 q£i? qt 

ftt4 q4 apnrr Mfinnfw wu 1 

[q° 7(9) fr° %ft<> 3/74] 

S. 0-2182.— In exercise of the powers conferred by section3 of 
the Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised Occupants)Act, 
1971 (40 of 1971), the Central Government hereby appoints the 
officers mentioned in co)umn(l)of the Table below, being officers 
equivalent to the rank of a gazetted officer of Government, to 
be estate officers for the purposes of the said Act, who shall 
exercise the powers conferred and perform the duties imposed on 
the estate officers by or under the said Act in respect of the public 
premises specified in column (2) of the said Table. 

TABLE 


fafti Mfijarfr, 4 m xrrq; 

spr 1 1 

snptpr, w mu; qft- 

RFf , ati, 1 


MfrqaMfw qqvaa, 4atnqt 

MinTTS^, fqqxl, nPPJR I 


Divisional Manager, Ca- 
nara Bank, Divisional 
Office, Hyderabad. 


Premises belonging to or taken 
on lease or requisitioned by 
or on behalf of Canara Bank 
in the State of Andhra Pradesh 


Divisional Manager, Ca- Premises belonging to or taken 
nara Bank, Divisional on lease or requisitioned by 
Office, Goa. or on behalf of Canara Bank 

in the Union Territory of Goa, 
Daman and Diu. 


[No. 7(9) B.O.III/74] 


qffo MT° 21 82,— — mrmrI Rm^MMifuMW Mlfipr) Mfv* 

faqq, 1971 ( 1 971 qn 40) qf) am 3 am wtt srfwTr mt hmPt 
mt 4 gtj tok tpr^aru PrRfBlara' nmf) % mptm 1 Jr 
fsrfwu Mfunfrat MI, «fr mrmr m muLor Mfsmft 4 Mprl 

% JRRR 4r MfaMT% f, TO MfWPPT 4? SPlUPT 4? f?TtT McqqT 

Mfspurt mr 44 | i iffi MfaTrfrqf qf) to % mttot 
2 $ fHwTFrtr twrtl riftt MMiMm *r rmti MfqfhMq am mmmt 

MfPfa wa Mfbmft MT qffiq MRTT ?>1T xftT 3MT Mfa- 
ffiqp am mutt tfqifa 8*14 q4 mp} mr) ffff i 
45 GI/75 — 8 


Designation of the officer Categories of public premises and 

local limits of jurisidiction 


0) 


(2) 


The law officer, Bank of Premises belonging to or taken on 
Maharashtra, Poona. lease or requisitioned by or on 

behalf of the Bank of Maha- 
rashtra in Poona and its suburbs, 


Divisional Manager, Bank 
of Maharashtra, Fort, 
Bombay. 


Premises belonging to or taken on 
lease or requisitioned by or on 
behalf of the Bank of Maha- 
rashtra in the bank’s Bombay 
region comprising of Greater 
Bombay, Thana and Kolaba. 


Assistant Divisional Mana- 
ger, Bank of Maharash- 
tra, Vidharba, Nagpur. 


Assistant Divisional Mana- 
ger, Bank of Maharash- 
tra, Delhi. 


Premises belonging to or taken on 
lease or requisitioned by or on 
behalf of the Bank of Maha- 
rashtra in the bank's Vidharaba 
region. 

Premises belonging to or taken on 
lease or requisitioned by or on 
behalf ot he Bank of Maharash- 
tra in metropolitan Delhi and 
its suburbs. 


[No. 7(9) B. O. III/74] 
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WT» WTO 2183 — TTroftt TOT (XHTTfafTT ftTfftftf 'ft ftnTOt) 
WfftfftTW, 1971 (1971 88 4(1 ) "ft OTTT 3 5TTT TOT TTfftpft 
87 TOftT 87Tft JIT ftrsftr TK8K 1(883777 fftRfarfftfl WTTftt % 

tow i if wfErfer wfTOTfrftf ftt, ft) wtot % THirfa w wfuTTft % 
Tftfft ft fl TtWT ft wfTOTft ?f, '3 1 f(T wfufim9 ft ft fftft WWT37 
wTtoit) Pryw TTftt 1 1 iw wf unfcfr "ft tot wrrftt % 88ww 
2 ft braffar wrofr tott % wtoj w to wfafftuw irrr «rorr 
ttpt wuftiT yiiffl wftmrt 44 twit t> <4 1 tin ftYr 4^1 wfft- 

[u88 ITTT WWWT 1 9 T ftdftd dV) lift au4 H: '4 jjft 1 

11 1 lull 


V fa 'ti 1 ’O 

tttot) Trot ft) ftftr xftr <far- 

(0 

(2) 

3 fatfa srfwrO, 

•8P7T ft Ttftf WT87 ft, $ft 

mrofttr, fftftyr i 

% PTPT dW 

JTTT 

tt2 tt fftft nft wn wftnrjftr 
«w 1 


[ft» 7 (9) ft)° W>“ 3/74] 

S.O. 2183. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section3 of 
the Public Premises; (Eviction of Unauthorised Occupants; Act, 
1971 (40 of 1971), the Central Government hereby appoints the 
officer mentioned in column (1) of the Table below, being officer 
equivalent to the rank of a gazetted officer of Government, 
to be an estate officer for the purposes of the said Act, who shall 
exercise the powers confrred and perform the duties imposed on 
the estate offloers by or under the said Act in respect of the public 
premises specified in column (2) of the said Table : 


TABLE 

Designation of the Officer 

Categories of public premises 
and local limits of jurisdiction. 

(1) 

(2) 

Premises Officer, State Bank 
of Travcncore, Trivan- 
drum. 

Premises belonging to or taken 
on lease or requisitioned by or 
on behalf of State Bank of 
Travancore at all places in 
India. 


[No; 7 (9) B.O.ITT/74] 
WTo Wo 2184— WTOft TWT3 (WSflfftlTT ftlftlftt 8ft ftrww)) 
wftjfftTW, 1971 ( 1 97 1 88 40) 8ft 07T1 3 ffTTl TOT Wfftrftf 88 

nftR TiTft 517 ftrihr wtot (inraiKT froftrftnr wttw) ft wotot i ft 

[ft 0*7 wfftqnfftftt 8ft, 5ft W78K % TlWrlflTi !rflTOft % Wt^t 
% «t TR 4 ft wfwrft f, TOT wfftfftiTW ft STtftTFT ft fftft THTOT 
wfTOTft ftPJWT 877ft) ^ I ^ wftjwifftftt 8ft TOT WITrf) ft <rrrTOT 
2 ft PiUlfin WT87fT) Will ft WWW ft WTPT Tlfy biTU 377T 8PJ87 

wwft Wrtftw w8id wfrorft <ft awbi ttttt fftrrr tfYr tot wfii- 

(omM 5TTF WWT7 WTtft urold rftft lift 877ft ifrift (jjfrf | 


WITft) 


wfft88f) 88 TOTTW WT87|ft) TOT) «ft ftftt xf|7 ft^T- 

furo 8ft tot)w ftftnft 


(0 


(2) 


449 [ft 4, wroftw wfaa: 515, 
Tpwft 1 


wto, wrrftftr (rfro ^z, 
TOTOT I 


totitt, WTrfttr ijfftr 
8ft ferrO I 


5TTO87, MKfftll Ijfft?T 

wm 1 


8iwft ft wreftw ijftre ^ ft ww 
WTO TOft 3777 wr 3W8ft 

WE ft reft TT fftft 8ft WTO 
wfSR7ft)8 i v llT I 

878PE8T ft WTTftftT ijfft: £88 ft 
TWFT WWW7 TOft 31 TT 498ft 

WE ft TO TT fftft 8ft WTO 
wfTnT$7T TOT I 

8f f?Mt ft wrrafrr JjfftH- ^ ft 

8878" TPT8T T9ft SKf 84881 

H88ft WtT ft 83ft TT fftft 8ft 

wftnufftr wt 1 

9SHT ft 9 1 lift 8 'jTdt; jW ft 8878 
W887 to% ain wror TOft 

iflT ft T^ft TT fftft 8ft W88T 

w [tiit (fid 1*1 T9 I 


[fto 7(9)fttoW> 3/74] 

S.O. 2184.— In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
3 of the Public Premises. (Eviction of Unauthorised Occupants) 
Aot, 1971 (40 of 1971), the Central Government hereby appoints 
the offloers mentioned in column (1) of the Table below, being 
officers requl valent to the rank of a gazetted officer of Govem- 
nient, to be estate officers for the purposes of the said Act, who 
shall exercise the powers conferred and perform the duties impo- 
sed on the estate officers by or under the said Act in respect of 
the public premises specified in column (2) of the said Table. 

TABLE 


Designation of the officer Categories of public premises 

and local limits of jurisdiction 


(1) (2) 


The Deputy Secretary, Unit Premises belonging to or taken on 
Trust of India, Bombay. lease or requisitioned by or on 

behalf of the Unit Trust of India 
in Bombay. 


The Manager, Unit Trust of Premises belonging to or taken 
India, Calcutta. on lease or requisitioned by or 

on behalf of the Unit Trust of 
India in Calcutta. 


The Manager, Unit Trust of 
India, New Delhi. 


The Manager, Unit Trust of 
India, Madras. 


Premises belonging to or taken on 
lease or requisitioned by or on 
behalf of the Unit Trust of India 
in New Delhi. 

Premises belonging to or taken cn 
lease or requisitioned by or on 
behalf of the Unit Trust of India 
in Madras. 


[No: 7 (9) B.O. in/74] 


817“ WT« 218 5—8 <8>l0 T878 ( W H I ftl fiTT fttfilftf 8ft 34<a4l ) 
W [ft [ft 8 8, 1971 ( 197 1 WT 40 ) 8ft STTTT 3 37TT TOT Trffttftf 88 
SftpT WTft JTf ft8fPT 8 TOT ipT^^TTT PiHfftPjLI 8TTft) ft TOW 1 
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$ -dfwiRafl arftj+ifUfl fa, 5ft wttr % Trsprf^Rr fall i d fl % 
fa fa ^ ® mo ' % vffaTt) 3^1 vifuffau % tpfpJET % ( M if 
•HHai fawrfa I'i^th t, fai ^ i an fa 34u hirfa 

$ TTfR 2 R fafaffa TOrt FTlfa ^ faTET fi ^PT fafiffaET 
d i J T *qqqr m<u<i m Iti'ti 1 0 qr qqVi arcm" fam fa ' 

fafjPBpT sttt *mr farfcr faft tfa ^4 $rfa i 
df^n 

fawn) tt tpt frOTrft F-apff fa fafa far fa?n- 

fwi fa prmk faufa 

(iT ( - : ) 

d Phq , ffavit» fa 3 , fat HKU ft ffaft fa pm-t 77, tt^Tf afa T 

xnqtfafaT, Tunjfa, qfatR wfa wm\ qfa tt f«fa far *utt 

’rnp:, JrRff-21. 

[ff° 7 (b) »Tr o fao 3/74] 

S.O.2185 — In exercise of the powers conferred by section3 of the 
Public PremisesfEvictlon of Unauthorised Occupants) Act, 1971 
(49 of 1971), the Central Government hereby appoints the officer 
mentioned in column (1) of the Table below, being officer equi- 
valent to the rank of a gazetted officer of Government, to be- an 
estate officer for the purposes of the said Act, who shall exercise 
the powers conferred and perform the duties imposed on the 
estate offlccrsTiy or under the said Act in respect of the public 
premises specified in column (2) of the said Table. 

table 

Designation of the Officer Categories ot public premises and 

local limits of jurisdiction. 

~0) ' ’ ’ G)— — 

Secretary to the Board of Premises owned or taken on lease 
Directors, Central Bank by the Central Bank of India at 
of India, Chander Mukhi, any place in India, 

Nariman Point, Bombay- 
21 . 

[No. 7 (9) B.O. III/74] 
*Tt‘>WT° 218 6. — qmfapUPT (wrfSTfTT Wtffaff fa sh^afa) fafa- 
ffaBT, 197l(l971 40 0TO 3 3T7T 5TOT fafafa VT 5PTPT 

Tfa jrr fafaq- tfWIT ffaqfaftrr Trr^'rfT % <P^T<T 1 

# ftTfutt RpEmffaf fa, aft tuwt % Tmffar faimtt ^ 
faf* % JTTprr ^ fafamfr $, fafafaw £ erupt % 
ffad ttPTfr flfEnrrft ffam «Ffa( $ 1 tt fatmftfai fa t^tt 
trmft % wtr 2 h faErfPor ¥4Tuf % Tffaj ^ 3W wrafauq’ 
5 TTt xRar ;jfar farfa srr wfETOTf qti fafa 4 rti fair far 
itfuPr<in lur xtw w=rfar qfa fa qfa qtfa i 

trrof) 

xrftmfa tt qw ttwt) wifa fa p }ffat far 

^grrftJipR fa wrafa faufa 

(0 ( 2 ) 

ffiJRip mpWET^, gfnrpT St 7UU # ^f-tv-t 

mu i qrro ifinr tnw sfjnTT 

dfr% im Tfre) 

wfr ^ tt fir# dt *r*PTT 



Iffiffu SH7ETTT ((fSTOct) rffrpPT (prTPT TUU if ifa WPS ^fimT 


fat WTT ^ffaT I % *8TR Xtlp?T JT7T W(1 

'TTtfa tfrr ^ T7 f)r4 6*1 
nwi wrr i 

(%ttT) ^jfrm 'brsr tfjt ^ wto 

writ ^Pim i ^ffar % wpt wur 377% 

tin wtt Tm?) Tfrr ^ 

TT pTU UU W'CRT wftraiffd 

I 

^qfpr 5 wrOTr (^tt) tf 5 rra, wr gfar, totetr, 

farwra^ffarr 1 afar TTfui 4 wh: Tfu 

MW faetff d glWT far WIT 

m 1 *fr TrdH ^PTAT id 4, 5TTT 

ww Ttrfa tm: # tt 
m otti wfEnr^tr ?ztr i 

tS^fpr trrw (nffan)jjfanrr nffau faim arw 4 nffapr fa; tpq; 
i'T ww tfynt 1 trffm ^ r«rm imi jttt 

wtt TTrfa mr if qzt qn; 
fw fa- nftitnfld wpt 1 


[tr® 7 (9) fa® 3/74] 

S.0.2186-ln exercise of the powers conferred by scction3of the 
Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised Occupants) Act, 1971 
(40 of 1971), the Central Government hereby appoints the 
officers mentioned in column (1) of the Table below, being effect s 
equivalent to the rank of a gazetted officer cf Government, 1<> 
be estate officers for the purposes of the said Act, who shall 
exercise thepowers conferred and perform the duties imposed c n 
the estate officers by or under the said Act in respect of the publi c 
premises specified in column (2) of the said Table. 

TABLE 


Deisgnation of the officer. Categories cf public premifer or d 

local limtis of jurisdiction 



Assistant General Manager, Premises belonging to cr taken on 
Union Bank of India, lease or requisitioned by cr on 
Bombay, behalf of Union Bank of India 

in the State of Maharashtra. 

Regional Manager (Guja- Premises belonging to or taken on 
rat, Union Bank of India, lease or requisitioned by cr on 

behalf of Union Bank of India 
in the State of Gujarat. 

Regional Manager (Kerala), Premises belonging to cr taken rn 
Union Bank of India. lease or requisitioned by or on 

behalf of Union Bank of India in 
the State of Kerala. 

Regional Manager (North), Premises belonging to or taken on 
Union Bank of India. lease or requsitioned by or on 

behalf of Union Bank of India 
in the States of Punjab, Madhya 
Pradesh, Rajasthan. Uttar 
Pradeshand the Union Territory 
of Delhi. 

Regional Manager (East), Premises belonging to or taken 
Union Bank of India. on lease or rcagisitioncd by or 

on behalf of Union Bank of 
India in the State of West 
Bengal. 

[No. 7(9) B. O. 111/74] 
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*JT0*n«ai#7. — (RTOff TOT(wffitTlR(frffaffafaT(fa)faurHW, 

1 9 7 1( 1 97HT4o)fa «rrtT3 ^roti ttot Tftfaf to afar Tfa jtj fafftr 

(TtTOT HA44UI (WhOm (TRfa % TOW 1 if ffafa fawrfiTO fa, 

3 ft *1 vp r< ir trarffa fafaftt * fafa % tott % faurotf $, w 
faTffarT%fafW%ffatTTOTOfafafafTrpTTrfarf[ 1 irfafarTOT 
faHTOftfa fa -3X0 TTTtfa <(jWh 2 if frfaftT (TtTOft TOTt % *r*-^ r VT 

if tto faufTrot i ti ^wr faud a^n faHrofl to sfifa tottt 
^fatTwfatTffaT^TOTrwro Tfa tfcpfa (fftfaTOtfifa^fit 1 


(0 (>) 

fat it dr ffa fa wro 

fafa^fr wi 1 

HW, TOfafT ftfa fa, TOftTTOTtTir TOfafaftfa fa ^ 

^TSUIT I TO WTO TT% 5RT TOI 

TOTfa fat T TJT Tt ffa fa 

ttwr fatrfatr mr 1 


(TTtfa 


■trfwrff TT TTTTT 

wmft wfr "?fw tftr 

^rrfwn: *fV*rw 

TTOJt 1 

(1) 

( 2 ) 

r UT> , Ml P <;5t 4 

^ ( <.rf) q 

trfa ^ TOtfar ftfa fa % (tot 

'jfaror 1 

rfa 1 

WTO Tfa jrT WTO TOfa 



fat (T Tfa TC ffa fa WTO 



fasrfatrr tot 1 

BTurr, *traftr ftfa fa, tottoto t TOfafa ftfa fa % 
WPM T I TO WTO TOT* ITTT imi 


WTO, VlttflT ftfa fa, WJT if TOfafa 'ftfa fa % 

TOT WTO TOf% ITO WTO 
Wfa fat (T Tfa TT ffa fa 

wro fatrfafr tot i 

’‘jfawT if TOfafa ftfa fa <k 
TOT WTO TT% ITTT WTO 

tttto far if w^2 tt ftfa t<1 
totto fasrfaftr tot i 

fiTfow.TOfawfitfafTOTOTTT 'JT if vrrfafa ftfa fa *r to 

^fV^r, <JT I WTO Tfa ITTT WTO TTlff 

far if fairfafr tot 1 


TOPFf fat t Tfa TT fair fa 

WW ttfaw^Td TOT I 


swsro *rrttffT ftfa fa, 
TITTT I 


STTOITO WtroftW ftfa far, 
fa ffafa 1 


tkttt if mreffii ftfa fa ir 

TOR" STVdf <1 J 1 T ITTT TTTTO 
TOffft fat if Tfa <TT faff fa 
W TO flffa^R TOT I 

fa (faff if Tlfafa ftfa fa ^ 

TOT WTO TfarSTTf WTO TWt 

fat it qfa tt ffa fa tot 1 


tt ttot fabron, Trtfar ffaror ^ Tufar ftfa fa tot 
ftfa fa, tffar TOft- wro tt% ira wro wfa fat it 
mkii fat ffattr, ffafrot 1 faafatr tot i 

tt ^rot fafarff, TTtfar faqrtr 3 wcrtr ftfa fa ^ tot 

ftfa far, Tffat TfvTOTT TOTTO TT% gTtT WTO Tfffa 

fat ffatr farotr fat %■ fafa^T TOT I 

TOT fafartt, TTtTlT ifat if TOtfat ffai fa ^ 
ftfa far, faff TIT fTTOT, TOT WTO Tfa JTTT WTO Ttffa 

fatt 1 fat 3 faafatr tTOT 1 


arovffr, TOtfat ftfa fa, TTT^t, ir TOttfa ftfa fa tr 

WTT^t I tTOT TW TT% 31 tl ttWTO 

Ttrfa wft i fa to fri fa 

TOT I 

JtWW, TRfFnt ftfa fa, fafat ii TKfitW ftfa fa % 

fafat I TOT WTO Ttt% ITtT WTO 

Ttrfa fat if Tt ffat 
fa TOT I 

WTOTOF, 'RTtfat ftfa far, TTT^t i" TTttffT ftfa far % 
TTOTt I tTOT WTT Tfar oiti WTO 

wfa fat if Tt ffa fa 

WTO fafa^T TOT I 

wroifw, trrfafT -ftfa fa, tttt if TOtfar ftfa fa % 
TTTT I TOT WTO Tfa" ITtT WtTTO 

Ttfaf fat t T^i" Tt ffa fa 
wto faafafr tot i 

JTTOW, TTtfar ftfa fa, fatlTOI 3 VTTtfar ftw fa ir 
$TtTTOW I TOT WTO TT% ITtT WTO 

Ttrfa fat ^ TET Tt ffa fa WTO 
fafatfffl TOT I 

StWWTO, TTtfaT ftfa fa, Tif^fa if Wttffa ftfa fa % 

I TOT WTO Tfa irtr WTO wfa 


TT TTT fafartf, TOfafa TOlfalf i 1 TOtfaT ftfa fa % 
ftfa fa, ffa '^w ffarnr, tot ttto wir irtr wro 

TOfari i wfa fat & faw^tr tot i 

tt jjbt fafartt, wroffT WT3; t TOtfar ftr^f fa ir 

ftfa fa, $ir Tpr frow, TOT WTO TT% ITTT WTO 

(H®dT> I Tfat fat if TTE Tt ffa TOf 

WTO faWiffT TOT I 

Terror ffawr, rntfar ftfa fafar i" Tftfar ftfa fa % ttot 

fa, ffafa TJIT ffaTOT WTO TOT% ITtT WTO TTtif 

ffaFT, r^rfjTT, fafar fat ir Tfa Tt ffa fa WTTO 

faiffafTTOT I 

TtJIWW' fafartf, TOtTfT TtJJ if TTtTfT ftfa fa % (TOT 

ftfa fa, ffafa JJTO (TOT tTTTO TTfr irtr WTO 

ffaw Pttot, to^i TTfa fat ir fafajffi (tot i 


[Tfo7(9)faofa<» 3/7 4] 

S.O,2187.-In exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 of the 
Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised Occupants) Act, 1971 
(40 of 1971), the Central Government hereby appoints the offi- 
cers mentioned in column(l)of the Tabie below, being officers 
equivalent to the rank of gazetted officer of Government, to be 
estate officers for the purposes of the said Act, who shall exercise 
the powers conferred and peform the duties imposed on the 
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estate officers by or under the said Act in respect of the public 
premises specified in column (2) of the said Table 



TABLE 

Designation of the officer 

Categories of public premises and 
local limits of jurisdiction 

(1) 

(2) 


The Manager, Reserve Bank 
of India, Bombay. 


The Manager, Reserve Bank 
India, Calcutta. 


The Manager, Reserve Bank 
of India, Madras. 


The Manager, Reserve Bank 
of India, New Delhi. 


The Manager, Reserve Bank 
of India, Kanpur. 


The Manager, Reserve Bank 
of India, Bangalore. 


The Manager, Reserve Bank 
of India, Nagpur. 


The Manager, Reserve Bank 
of India, Patna. 


The Manager, Reserve Bank 
of India, Hyderabad. 


The Manager, Reserve Bank 
of India, Qauhati. 


The Mana ger, Reserve Bank 
of India, Ahmcdabad. 


The Manager, Reserve Bank 
of India, Jaipur. 


The Manager, Reserve Bank 
of India, Bhubaneswar. 


Principal, College of Agri- 
cultural Banking, Pune. 


The Deputy Chief Officer, 
Reserve Bank of India, 
Department of Banking 


Premises belonging to or taken on 
lease or requisitioned by or on 
behalf of trie Reserve Bank of 
India in Bombay. 

Premises belonging to or taken on 
lease or requisitioned by or on 
behalf of the Reserve Bank of 
India in Calcutta. 

Premises belonging to or taken on 
lease or requisitioned by or on 
behalf of the Reserve Bank of 
India in Madras. 

Premises belonging to or taken on 
lease or requisitioned by or on 
behalf of the Reserve Bank of 
India in New Delhi. 

Premises belonging to or taken on 
lease or requisitioned by or on 
behalf of the Reserve Bank of 
India in Kanpur. 

Premises belonging to or taken on 
lease or requisitioned by or on 
behalf of the Reserve Bank of 
India in Bangalore. 

Premises belonging to or taken on 
lease or rqesuisti ned by or on 
behalf of the Reserve Bank of 
India in Nagpur. 

Premises belonging to or taken on 
lease or requisitioned by or of 
behalf of the Reserve Bnak on 
India in Patna. 

Premises belonging to or taken on 
lease or requisitioned by or on 
behalf of the Reserve Bank of 
India in Hyderabad. 

Premises belonging to or taken on 
lease or requisitioned by or on 
behalf of the Reserve Bank of 
India in Gauhati. 

Premises belonging to or taken on 
lease or requisitioned by or on 
behalf of the Reserve Bank of 
India in Ahmedabad. 

Premises belonging to or taken on 
lease or requisitioned by or on 
behalf of the Reserve Bank of 
India in Jaipur. 

Premises belonging to or taken on 
lease or requisitioned by or on 
behalf of the Reserve Bank of 
India in Bhubaneswar. 

Premises belonging to or taken on 
lease or requisitioned by or on 
behalf of the Reserve Bank of 
India in Pune. 

Premises belonging to or taken on 
lease or requisitioned by or on 
behalf of the Reserve Bank of 


(1) (2) 


Operations and Develop- 
ment, Trivandrum. 

The Deputy Chief Officer, 
Reserve Bank of India, 
Department of Banking 
Operations and Develop- 
ment, Bhopal. 

The Deputy Chief Officer, 
Reserve Bank of India, 
Agricultural Credit 
Department in Indore 

The Deputy Chief Officer, 
Reserve Bank of India, 
Agricultural Credit De- 
partment, Chandigarh. 

The Deputy Chief Officer, 
Reserve Bank of India, 
Agricultural Creidt De- 
partment, Lucknow. 

The Assistant Controller, 
Reserve Bank of India, 
Exchange Control Depart 
ment, Ernakulam. Cochin 

The Assistant Chief officer, 
Reserve Bank of India, 
Department of Banking 
Operations and Develop- 
ment, Jammu. 


of India in Trivandrum. 


Premises belonging to or taken on 
lease or requisitioned by or on 
behalf of the Reserve Bank of 
India in Chandigarh. 

Premises belonging to or taken on 
lease or requistioned by or on 
behalf of the Reserve Bank of 
India in Lucknow. 

Premises belonging to or taken 
lease or requisitioned by or on 
behalf of the Reserve Bank of 
India in Cochin. 

Premises belonging to or takenon 
lease or requisitioned by or on 
behalf of the Reserve Bank of 
India in Jammu. 


Premises belonging to or taken 
on lease or requisitioned by or 
on behalf of the Reserve Bank of 
India in Bhopal. 


Premises belonging to or taken on 
lease or requisitioned by or on 
behalf of the Reserve Bank of 
India in Indore 


[No. 7(9)B. O. III/74] 
M. B. USGAONKAR, Under Secy. 

fewf, 18 'Jp, 197 5 

mo WTo 2 18 8.— WPETT 1949( 1949 m l(l)^ 

ura 5 3 un vifVihf m tt -"m, vivfhr 

frsit mr ftmfw it ’Ttfhtr | fo 

HTTf 9 7 01 11 04 ^ fo] H 

mti irrtr # fcmr sept sprfaf i76 sftr 177 

w wt 'yfcpfritr favirtM ^ frrjtf^rt mi 27 

1976 mu 5TPT gfiT I 


[(to 15(26) «fto ffto 3/75 
to stto tpjrrtwt:, mm nfmr 


New Delhi, the 18th June, 1975 

S.O. 2188. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 
53 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the 
Central Government, on the recommendation of the Reserve 
Bank of India, hereby declares that the provisions of Section 
9 of the said Act, shall not apply till the 27th April, 1976 to 
the Sree Poornathrayeesa Vilasom Bank Ltd,, Tripunithura, 
in respect of (he immovable property viz,, Survey No. 176 
and 177 at Kallethumkara Village in Trichur District in 
Kerala State. 


[No. 15(26)-B.O.III/75] 
M. B. USGAONKAR, Under Secy. 
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W° WTo 2189. — 

wrctar fta) Svr 

ta f<Wr), 30 ^3T, 1975 

Wrafa ftta 3^7 wfwftaw, 1934 % W^fK'H if TJjT, 1975 $ taw 20 

tarw) 

Tt WWTW ftr TT^TJ % falT ^grj- 

tarrnt 

wi 

FW? 

wrfeta 



♦tat fiWTH if ^ JIT TC 
tawr if tar 

37,47,19,000 

6682,10,40,000 


tafw taw tac wftaw — 

(v) WTOT *T TWT JOT 
(sr) wrar % wnp: wr gm 
tata wtajtat 

182,52,58,000 





121,73,97,000 


<Trft Fr>u *TTt ?f)z 


6719,57,59,000 

jfi € 

taf w taw 

'HTTrf TTWIX FW SjtajtaTt 

tffc 

j tw 


304,26,55,000 

4,91,63,000 

6410,39,41,000 



671 9,5 7,5 9,000 

$W TTlftat 


6719,57,59,000 


few 2 5^, 19 7 5 


tp'o 41° ta' H L 5l', 4|4|H? 


20 ^T, 197 5 W ’HH.ta ta$ afa % ♦tar tWH wtam W fawVT 


fcrata 


wi 


wtata 


69 ii 



5 , 00 , 00,000 

tar 

37 , 47, 1 9,000 

wtata tar 

1 50 , 00 , 00,000 

o.o <3 w ftaw 

5 , 29,000 

<jc £|4 ffa ^7T (^Wwtar wta) tatr 

284 , 00 , 00,000 

'tvl ci taw 

3 , 85,000 

Wjfta sta wcw (tataw) taw 

95 , 00 , 00,000 

ufft tfk tjwict jitt ta 


<i>^ 1 h tantta !tpt (tatatarsrata) taw 

265 , 00 , 00,000 

(w) fat 

131 , 73 , 57,000 

’srwnrftnTt — 


(w) tafat 


(t) wft 


(v) wwiO swift tar 

242 , 65 , 93,000 

( ) tafta tor 

59 , 52 , 66,000 

fafai if 77 IT JWT WW 9 T* 

4 41,1 2 , 76,000 

(ii) twt oj. 1 i it 

6 , 52 , 08,000 

fata** 

618 , 46 , 54,000 

(w) H* 


taF wtar — 


(i) Trf^T fa 

478 , 44 , 04,000 

(i) tatar ttwit nfr 


( ii ) tfr fl (V 

1 6 , 01 , 85,000 

(ii) fj-To wwirf 

355 , 89 , 95,000 

(iii) twt w^wfi fa 

1 , 48 , 48,000 

fpi tar nP«H — 


(iv) ww fa 

77 , 54,000 

(i) v^lta fatal tar wf 

302 , 06 , 87,000 



( ii ) trw w^rrft faf faff 

256 , 53 , 49,000 



(iii) T^rff tat 

36,48,70,000 


rrwjta ffa (tatatar nwta) taw % ?uw, 

tifitH tar: [h^t 
(■f) tar wtar — 

(i) TWT TWFrJ 69,76,19,000 

( ii ) TTJtT WI ta 1 3, 5 0, 1 9, 0 0 0 

(iii) tafa ‘ ‘ j ta sw Wf 

(iv) yft- ^hTSitt tam ail 


70,50,00,000 


2515 


Sec. 3 ( ii) ] 

THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; 

JULY 12, 1975/ASADFIA 21, 1897 

2515 


^Tffnr - np4 

vifcdhi 


(w) XRT 

820,49, 5 8, 000 

(jj) %ftlw sjPra^ar % ftwtl if ftftw 

10,65,46,0 0 

fcr ftra 

1 53,49,34,000 

frfw hew (ft<rftwrw) ftrftr if hew riYr wftw 


tow thTmt 

937,69,36,000 

rpjtr WUT.RI $wff Wt hew rfft niftw 

Th^lw xfWlPlHf HEW (hMHiIwEt ttwtPr) ftftt ir 
hew, rrfirw sfft Pfthtr 

(v) fHWT HW Hf HTW Itfk wftnr 

(tr ) ftw «fw trt wifr ftn? wp wW/fWwxf if 
PtHW 

row nrfVn-til 

72,41.6', 000 

264.64.36.000 

349.42.78.000 


FT? 3273,44,93,000 


3273,44,93,000 


xnwfsrw w nftr WFPFratw wifaw ff i 

fft hew (ifH^w#T spt^t) fafb n*R xfttflfw hew (iM*Kwta sth&t) Mir Jr Jr faq wo Priw vrrfbvr ir^f f i 
@,rr^r fft hew (^Ww’sfrr smfcr) fafsr Jr srrw hew nfa wfw wiftw w#r f, trs; t m wwni wt fto wp. 
wtfww £ i 


fvrrefar fctrf fr? wfafaww «ttt i7(4)(w) % whEt trrrrfww Htfw fwt wt fwot fwwf te rrftm ftp rpr 223 , 72 , 00,000 
otw wiPtw ft 1 


Ffa hew (’WroTfif swfa) faffer wVr tfft hew (PwtIwrw) TJrftr Jr swtt hew *fft *rftw mbur w$r § 1 
ftwtT ; 25 1975 tplo Efo JpT ^WT, WHWE 

[ff° 9t° I o( 1 ) / 7 S-H^cUftotftf o] 

Wo Ho jftTWpHFfr, WHT wftrH 


RESERVE BANK OF INDIA 

S. O. 2189.— An Account pursuant to the Reserve Bank of India Act, 1934, for the week ended the 20th day of June 1975. 

(Issue Department) 


Liabilities 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Assets 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Notes held in the Banking 
Department 

Notes incirulation 

37,47,19,000 

66,82,10,40,000 


Gold Coin and Bullion: — 

(a) Held in India 

(b) Held outside India 

Foreign Securities 

182,52,58,000 


Total notes issued 


67,19,57,59,000 

121,73,97,000 





Total 

Rupee Coin 

Government of India Rupee 
Securities 

Internal Bills of Exchange 
and other commercial paper 


304.26.55.000 
4,91,63,000 

6410.39.41.000 

Total Liabilities 


67,19,57.59,000 

Total Assets 


67,19,57,59,000 


Dated the 2Jth day of June, 1975. N. C. SEN GUPTA, Governor. 

Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, Banking Department as on the 20th June, 1975. 


Liabilities 

Rs. Assets 


Rs. 

Capital Paid Up 

5,00,00,000 Notes 

Rupee Coin 


37,47,19,000 

5,29,000 

Reserve Fund 

150,00,00,000 Small Coin 

Bills Purchased and discounted 


3,85,000 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 

(a) Internal 


131,73,57,000 

Operations) Fund 

284,00,00,000 (b) External 

(c) Government Treasury Bills 


242,65,93,000 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabillsa- 

95,00,00,000 Balance Held Abroad* 


441,12,76,000 

tlon) Fund 

Investments** 


618,46,54,000 
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National Industrial Credit (Long Term 

2,65,00,00,000 

Loans and Advances to : — 

(i) Central Government 


Operations) Fund 


(ii) Slate Governments^ 

355,89,95,000 

Deposits : — 


Loans and Advances to 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Bankst 

302,06,87,000 

(a) Government 


(ii) State Co-operative Bankst 

(iii) Others 

256,53,49,000 

36,48,70,000 

(i) Central Government 

59,52,66,000 

Loans, Advances and Tnvcstmnts from National Agri- 


(ii) State Governments 

6,52,08,000 

cultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund 


(b) Banks 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks 

4,78,44,04,000 

(a) Loans and Advances to : — 

(i) State Governments 

69,76,19,000 

(ii) Scheduled State Co-opcaative Banks 

16,01,85,000 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks 

13,50,19,000 

(iii) Non-Schoduled State Co-operative 


(ill) Central Land Mortgage Banks 


Banks 

1,48,48,000 

(iv) Agricultural Refinance Corporation 

70,50,00,000 

(iv) Other Banks 

77,54,000 

(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage Bank Deben- 


(c) Others 

8,20,49,58,000 

tures 

10,65,46,000 

Bills Payable 

1,53,49,34,000 

Loans and Advances from National Agricultural Credit 


Other Liabilities 

9,37,69,36,000 

(Stabilisation) Fund 

72,41,61,000 

Rupees 

32,73,44,93,000 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operative Banks 
Loans, Advances and Investments from National Indus- 
trial Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Development Bank 

(b) Investment bonds/debentures Issued by the 
Development Bank 

Other Assets- 

Rupees 

2.64.64.56.000 

3.49.42.78.000 

3273,44,93,000 


♦Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

••Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Industrial Credi 
(Long Term Operations) Fund. 

(^Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including temporary 
~ overdrafts to State Governments. 

(Includes rs. 223,72,00,000— advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under Section 1 7 (4) (c) of the Reserve Bank 
of India Act. 

(Excluding Loans an! Advance from tho National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agricultural 
Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 

Dated the 25th day of June 1975 

[No. F.10(1)75-B./O.L] 
N. C. SEN GUPTA, Governor 
C. W- MlRCHANDANI, Under Secy. 


(stpeft) 

nifrofr, 1974 

7 84/atT°wr ° 21 so. — srPT-atr stftrfmm, i s 6 1 ( me l tt 43 ) stfr 
ttm 131 tt-ottt (1) ffrtr wfrPTf |t( 

ifti, ot-w tt 'ett mtftftPT, trfttg^Tt ° 
679 (UT° rto 1 8 7/ 2/ 7 4-'tn^ TV uifl<S 20 1974 

Jr f-THfafa Tr ^fufrtpr arrm $ i ffr i, 2 tfk 3 *f, w s, 
8^r xOt 8T % faxiuH gfarPOTf % ftft ix [VufiiPau 

gfaFini Tsf) 'Jm’/D : — 


xrraArr stpjrt, 

TJWPET 


1 

2 

3 

HirW II 


1. > 1 




smron: trTTTTt TomFn xrfti^rrfttri 

2 . 4, 

3. a* 4) 5, 

ftp*) 

4. ampf) rtf% 7 T e, 

fst-tf) 

5. Tupfr g, ^ 

f rr 

a. rrfer 9, ^ 

7. Txmff j r, ^ 

1 fS 

[hHl 

8. impftwfiw 17 , 

9. ampf) ufs'i^r 1 8, 

feft 

10- trPw 21, 

fkwfr 
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) 2 3 

11. irfW 22, 

12. fartF TTfrTT 1, ’Tf 

13. WthIw i , ( wftrfrTF, ) 

Ff 

1 4. PtvN lltV^T 2, *T^ 

fosfr 

15. (WF FfFF 2, (erfa- 

I <Tf. ) fFTrit 

16- -FTF Ffm, Tf fr ',‘Tl 

17- Pnk FfFH 7, ftlFft 

1 R. r,~1T 6, <T^ Pte^ 

1 9. R'FTI ypfF-tJF BTF FT 
ttfeiA F^ fr ■’ T[ 

20. FFTfri-FTI T£?FITFFTF 
FT FfFri, F^ fv-') 

8 «r, ftFfr HI Fffowsft i. farm 3 ,f$ fir?oft 

(ftraT 3 ( 1 9) fr fnrn 
3 (23) Ff ftFft Ftf 

wTfft) 

2. fjpiFKT FfFTT, nf fl«f) 

3. farhr nfaer 5 tfrc b, 

Ft torft 

sFftmr IV 5rtf?75fr i. f>m a, Fffwft 

2. fwr 9- F^ftT*ft 

3. Fxwi 5, IT'S fAt'Tl 

4. faefF tiFft 5,e(FfF- 

fm) 10 , 11 , 12 *At 

1 3, Ff f^W) 

5. Ffsrar fFftr f^ 

frrFrft 

F? wfa^FFT i fomrc, 1974 it Fvrpfl $Vf) i 


(Fto F° 187/2/74-30^0 fr= (trsrrf): 

CENTRAL BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES 
New Delhi, the 27th November, 1974. 

(Income-tax) 

S. O. 2190. — In exercise of the powers 
conferred by sub-section (1) of section 121 of 
the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Contra 1 
Board of Direct Taxes hereby makes the following 
amendment to the notification No. 679 (F.No. 1 87/2/74-IT(AI) 
dated 20th July, 1974 as amended from time tot time. Existing 
entries under columns 1 , 2, and 3 against Serial Nos. 8A, 8B 
and 8C shall be substituted by the following entries 


Commissioners 
of Income-tax. 

Headquarters Jurisdiction 

1 

2 3 

8 A Delhi 11 

New Delhi 1 . Companies Circle I, New Delhi. 

2. Companies Circle, IV, New 


Delhi , 


1 2 


3 


3. Companies Circle V, New 
Delhi. 

4. Companies RCircle VI, New 
Delhi. 

5. Companies Circle VIII, New 
Delhi. 

6. Companies Circle IX, New 
Delhi. 

7. Companies Circle XI, New 
Delhi. 

8. Companies Circle XVII, New 
Delhi. 

9. Companies Circle XVIII, New 
Delhi. 

10. Crmpanics Circle XXI, New 
Delhi. 

1 1 . Companies Circle XXII, New 
Delhi. 

12. Special Circle I, New Delhi. 

13. Special Circle I (Additional) 
New Delhi. 

14. Special Circle II, New Delhi. 

15. Special Circle II (Additional) 
New Delhi. 

16. Trust Circle, New Delhi. 

17. Special Circle VII, New Delhi. 

18. District VI, New Delhi. 

19. Estato Duty-Cum-Incomc-tax 
Circle, New Delhi. 

20. Additional Estate Duty-cum- 
Income-t»x Circle New Delhi . 

8B- Delhi III New Delhi 1. District III, New Delhi (ex- 
cept District III (19) Dlstriar 
Ilf (23) Ne Delhi). 

2. Evacuee Circle, New Delhi. 

3, Special Circles V <fc IX New 
Delhi. 

3. Special Circle V & IX New 
Delhi. 


8CDclhi.lV New Delhi 1. District VIII, New Delhi. 

2. District X, New Delhi. 

3. District V, New Delhi. 

4. Special Circles VI, VI (Addi- 
tional), X, XI, XII and XIII, 
New Delhi, 

5. Provident Fund Circle. New 
Delhi. 

This notification will come into effect from 1st December, 
1974. 


(No. 784-F. No. 187/2/74-TT(AI)] 


Ff fqTB>, 30 fJf) 19 7 5 

Fto Wo 2191. — WF-FT FitlfFFF, 1961 (l0fll 

ft 43 ) f) sttt 121 ff-fttt ( 1 ) am 

urn eiftirff ft stfIf Frit jit trk tpr wa if trtPT-Tntir ft 
FF f Ft f ttfa F, ffrfhSf 20 ^Blf, 1974 Ft *FEtFTtF gf XffEPJFFT 
FT WlftlF FF FFRTT’F FTT) Jtr, %tj(Vf tftFTT FT Fit fafF 
FTFT K fF FFTFJ TFTF ( 1 ) t Wfifer OTF-FT 

• dFiFWt , Pftft jjfftff F ( 2 ) irfabrfw q?t 

in trft KtftRtff, FT Ftftptff FFl FT WF'f Ft WTFt 
% (riff FT Fripfi FT FTFTTf ^ TFl ft FTFff , Ft FFF ( 3 ) 
H fafb fF Vl WF-FT TtfFTT FTSl FT ftpffl 3 FFTf^ f, WEt 
FT FT 5 FT F^F : 


45 01/75—9 
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TTrg WW-TT WPJTTT 3% Wftwf ITT RTWf Tt 5WT Wt 
Wrt S?tff TT Tim vtTfT, Tt irfTT 5RJTST TT afty JTTT 

srstrpq- fwft wt-tt srrfimtt Tt imgfwT frig Tg $ tt frg 
qr^g qg *fft *ft fr mgrrr wrfrwf jtt i$r urot *St 

Cl 1*1 H ’994 $cm! TT TTSTT *T^t Ttn aft j9Tl I-IIn "I 1 Ed i ifl 4T?lT 
f*FRft WW-TT TTfarrft apt Tmgfe: fer ’ITT in fn*T arTg I 

, , 

wr -tt srrgTW gwmr wfEmfrm 

i 2 3 

1 . 'P^’fl ’TfWT-I 


5- gwrf *^‘1 


ST. g^^TT-II ’JRTl 


sur. g^ :nn:-III *TRrf 


st. gr^f tm-IV g^if 


2. ’[ 1 4 f ¥f%TT 

3- fet TrfT^T 

4- f=1>iiT TTfTTT I 

5- fttfT TTpFTT II 

1 . T*-M f "’ I't-'H-1 1 

2. t-Itt$ 

3. 4TPT-TT SrfiffTTTT, 

1 9 6 1 tf *T«TT Tft»rtftTT 
T«ft TTqfWT, f5PT% 
^TTTnT gfa TT W4Tm 

tt gw mr fnH Pi Pa 4 
[nral/TftTFff/ftr^ff it 
ifofcr wfirnfm »t 
fwr |, afk fw it 
^grpsrf iHVrft TFTT «rr^TT> 
4?f w TTRir TfHTTftm 

t » 

t-Itt* 

T-II tt* 

1- TWpftflfaTT-III| 

2. T-IlTT¥ 

3. T-IIIini 

4. tt-stt# 

5. WT-TT v Pi pi 4 h , 

19 61 if T«TT 'tftffTfw 
THft TRfWT, farm 
TTWT, gfTT T7 simPT 

TT 4 '91 WT-T P ^-1 Pi Pa 4 
Trrt Trftrrf/fwf aft rfoffr 
nfunirPTu i # frTr $f, 
Tk pOT TT gHT? It 

fwft 9 rL i angur aft 

o’l TTT" TfilTlFrll 

#r $ I 

t-I «ni 
T-IlTTf 
41-11 1 TTT 
T-IVTli 
v-Vtt# 

1. TWTttrfW-I 

2. T-IIni 

3. *r- IVttt 


1 


5«f T*iff WT V 

»o 


5*. g*^ TTT-VI 


4. gW^ attPTW wfW 
{ M r n 1| 1 ttTRT ^ 

TmfSnfl tttA |) 

5. 4TPT-TT wfnftTR, 

1 9 6 1 ir <T'trr-Tft'flTft?r 
*mt TT^frmt, faiw 
T K4 K ^ftT TT *44H 14 
TT TJW FIK Pt^' 
f¥Wir TOJ/TrfT?ff/Psrat 
^ tfcfrr wftmftwT *r 
fr s n t. fTT tt 

M^-4 1 ir ftrit yTir 411^ Ti 
utr ^ thitt ‘m f'-jtjPTT 

1 

*r-I Trt 
tt-IIth! 

JT-III 4T# 

T- IV 4Tf 
JT- V 4Ti 

*F4f 1 TiTAt V 

2. <!-lTli 

3. f^TT^pnTT 5fTl%TT-II 

4. <5-11 4T« 

s. htttt wftrPrTnr 
1961 it TTOJifrrnfe 

TTVft TrqlinTf, firm 
TTTfTT, TTT 3<T4TTW 
tt gw fttt PmffrfTT 
4T«1/T(wt/Pirwf iff 
<Sntfr wfawftfTT it 
1%*1TT wT{ p44 TT 

gorf irfwftwwtngnr 

t! vt H r 4 "wltiT-il Vn i 

i 

1J-I Till 
wTlTti 
4T-III 4T# 

?* M 1* 

JTT5TTT 1 4 

g^f 1. <m*Rt HfStTr — VI 

2 . flltriTfr fuftnr) 

3. ^(Tfl-tt (gr) 

4. trFT-TT 4TftrfTTO, 
1 9 6 1 if TTqT 'rft’TlftcT 
TT»ft Tnrfpit, firm 
Tronr gftr tt *qwrr 
<pt gw ?«nTT fm- 
ftrfrrfT inrt/frPfTrl/fjjjff 
tt w-fiii Tf*mf'”r ir 

fwfr 4fk fw TT 

gwf if fwfV 4 tw 
vigw Tf irTr 
^rftmftriT tot 
!■ 
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(0 (2) (3) 


sh. wIwX j. *sr-IIl*r# 

2. ^to it^To tfto (mDhh ) 

3. (TJ'VTT'T 

4. w-famf) srftrcnt 

5’<r. jpr$5Ert-XI i *trnrrar-l 

2. ^wr^r-II 

3. 

4. ® 

JT5 srftJ^TT 1 *lfi 19 75 If 5 T*tNT fritV I 

[rfo 88(3 trtflrr° 18 7/2/7 4— BT$o Zt 0 (qo tflfo)] 

2)° <fts JjfityHHT, BfaT 

New Delhi, the 30th April, 1975 

8.0.2191.— In exercise of powers conferred by sub-section (1) 
of Section 121 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) and in 
partial modification of the previous notification of oven number 
dated 20lh July, 1974, as amended from time to time in this 
regard, the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby direct that the 
Commissioner of Income-tax, specified in column 11) of the 
Schedule hereto annexed with headquarters specified in column 
(2) thereof shall perform, their functions in respect of such areas 
or of such persons or classes of persons or of such incomes or 
classes of incomes or of such cases or classes of cases as are com- 
prised i n t he Income-tax Circles, wards or Districts referred to in 
the column (3). 

Provided that a Commissioner of Income-tax shall also 
perform his functions in respect of such persons or of such cases 
as have been or may be assigned by the Central Board of Direct 
Taxes to any Income-tax authority subordinate to him; 

Provided further that a Commissioner shall not perform his 
functions in respect of such persons or such cases as have been 
or may be assigned to any income-tax authority outside his 
jurisdiction. 

SCHEDULE 


Commissioners of 
Income-tax. 

Headqua- 

rters. 

Jurisdiction 

1 

2 

3 

5. Bombay City-I 

Bombay 

1. Company Circle-I 

2. Bombay Circle. 

3. Film Circle. 

4. Special Circle-I, 

5. Special Circle-II, 

5A. Bombay City-II 

Bombay 

1. Companies Circle-II. 

2. D-I Ward. 


3. All companies as defined 
In the I.T. Act, 1961, having 
their principal place of 
business; profession or 
vocation in the territorial 
jurisdiction of the follow- 
ing wards/eircles/drstricts, 
and over which no other 
Commissioner at Bombay 
holds jurisdiction at pre- 
sent. 

D-I Ward. 

D-IIWard. 


5B. Bombay City-Ill Bombay 1 . Company Circle-Ill 

2. A-I Ward, 

3. A-HI Ward, 

4. X-Ward, 

5. All companies as denfied 
in the I.T. Act, 1961, 
having thier principal place 



of business, profession or 
vocation in the 
territorial jurisdic- 

tion of the following wards/ 
circlcs/districts, and over 
which no other Commi- 
ssioner at Bombay holds 
jurisdiction at present, 

A-I Ward 
A-II Ward 
A-I 1 1 Ward 
A-IV Ward 
A-V Ward 

5C Bombay City-IV Bombay 1. Companies Cirele-IV. 

2. A-II Ward 

3. C-IV Ward 

4. Bombay Refund Circle 
(including Trust cases) 

5. All companies as defined 
in the I.T. Act, 1961, 
having their principal place 
of business, profession or 
vocation in the territorial 
Jurisdiction of the follo- 
wing wards/circles/districts, 
and over which no other 
Commissioner at Bombay 
holds jurisdiction at pre- 
sent. 

C-I Ward. 

C-II Ward. 

C-III Ward. 

C-IV Ward. 

C-V Ward. 

5D. Bombay city-V. Bombay 1. Companies Circle-V 

2. B-I Ward 

3. Evacuee Circlc-II. 

4. B-1I Ward 

5. All companies as denfied 
in the I.T. Act, 1961, having 
their principal place of 
business, profession or 
vocation in the territorial 
jurisidclion of the follo- 
wing wards/circlcs/dis- 
tricts and over which no 
other Commissioner at 
Bombay holds jurisdiction 
at present, 

B-l Ward. 

B-II Ward. 

B-M Ward. 

E-Ward. 

Market Ward, 

5E. Bombay City-VI Bombay 1. Companies CircIe-VI. 

2. B.S.D. (South). 

3. B.S.D. (East), 

4. All companies as defined in 
the T.T. Act, 1961, having 
the principal place of 
business, profession or vo- 
cation in the territorial 
jurisdiction of the follo- 
wing wards/circles/districts 
and over which no other 
Commissioner at Bombay 
holds jurisdiction at pre- 
sent. 

G-Ward 
GA-Ward 
B.S.D.(E) Ward. 

B.S.D.(S) Ward. 

B.S.D. (W) Ward. 

5F. Bombay City-VII Bombay 1. C-III Ward. 

2, D-II Ward, 

3, A-V Ward. 

5G. Bombay City-Vm Bombay 1. A-IV Ward. 

2. C-V Ward. 

3. E-Ward. 
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TO° 2194. — Stfer ffo 903 ('Flo #o 404/85 / 

75Anio#fo iftoftto), mftw tenf, 1 9 7 s tt fen 

TOT $, fetft 1 9 I 9 7 5 it TOTPT 2 TOT, 1 9 7 5 it STB^T $|RT I 

2. )t$ flfeff 2 TOT, 197 5 it TOTT I 



5H. Bombay City-IX Bombay 1 . Market Ward, 


2. C-I Ward. 

3. C-II Ward. 

4. Evacuee Circle-I. 

51. Bombay City-X Bombay 1. B-III Ward. 

2. B.S.D. (West). 

3. Foreign Section, 

4. Non-Residents Refund 
Circle. 

5J. Bombay City-XI Bombay 1. Salaries Branch-1, 

2. Salaries Branch-H. 

3. G-Ward. 

4. G. A- Ward. 

This Notification shall take effect from 1st May, 1975. 

[No. 886 -F. NO. 187/2/74/-IT-(AT)] 

feftt, 1 2 hf, 1975 

TO° <n° 2192. — frnfe sr?w tot ili, smt-n; wfftftrror, 
1961 ( 1 9 fi 1 TO 43 ) it STPCT 121 Sfft OTtJRT ( l) ITTTSnm 
vtffeff to jraftr TOtft jer sprit wftr^TOTr 693 (to° fto 197 / 
2/74 WT° fro (R°-l) TOftW 1 SFlTtr, 1974 i TOUT, wfuftfe'l 

% it% tot fto e i mfer nr 3 il sftrfe itTOT^rr^ 1 

[ft 89 7 TO° ff° 187 / 14 / 74 - 2(170 Sjfe)] 
iVo itoijawTOrar, nffe 
New Delhi, the 12th May, 1975 

S.O. 2192. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Section 121 of the Incoma-tax Act, 1961 (43 
of 1961), the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby deletes the 
entry at item No. 3 under column Jurisdiction against SI. No. 
9 of its Notification No. 693 (F. No. 187/2/74-H(AI) dated 
the 1st August, 1974. 

[No. 897-F. No. 187/14i/74-II(AI)J 
T. P. JHUNJHUNWALA, Secy. 


tK fetft, 34 ht, 1975 

WIT 0 WTO 2193. — ir# i wfet 745 (9TO 

40 4/l lO/74-^fe'felft'oTfto ), m{hs 8 1974 TO viIsiti 

'SMunon TOTrT sJt WTo trffo PpFT to 11 a, it 371% 1 ft 

wtz 3bit it tot ft° i ft trm |, t|jt fen tort | i 

2- Sffer 1 1 97 5 it Rom ^Hi I 

[ft° 927-TOo fto 40 4/10 4/7 5-lTlf oSt°3ft°lft®] 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 31st May, 1975 

S.O. 2193. — In partial modification of Board’s Order 
No. 745 (F. No. 404/1 10 /74-ITCC) dated the 8 th October, 
1974, the name of Shri R. S. Nlgam appearing in para 1 and 
at Serial No. 1 of the Schedule thereof is deleted. 

2. This order shall come into force with effect from the 
1st June, 1975. 

[No. 927-F, No. 404/1 04 /75-ITCC] 


[ft° 929-TOo fta 404/ 8S/7 5-WT5°iiolit^lfto] 

Rt°*rrco wror, nfer 

ORDER 

S.O. 2194. — No 903 (F. No. 404/85 /75-ITCC) dated the 
16th May, 1975 is partially modified inasmuch as it shall 
come into force with effect from the 2nd June, 1975 instead 
of 19th May, 1975. 

2. This order shall come into force with effect from the 
2nd June, 1975. 

[No. 929-F. No. 404/8 5 /75-ITCC] 
T. R. AGGARWAL, Secy. 

iufWnfTr? i wmy i f to irmfer 

7[fi(-T4r 

1 5 «rtor, i#75 

*!t° PTb 2195. — 5 1972 i VTFRT RTTOf % RITORT i 

mpr-llur* 3, (ii) i'j'5' 684 fT 689 to ferfe 4-6-7 1 it 

trrrfw ft° 1 / 7 1 to toi 

3to armfr Rift *rfufl,RRi it tot fto 64 i ttor 

3 if inftwrr TOfetTf’ i P41R TO feftWTO fttRT VJRRT 
TOfelJ, sf I 

[TOoitoi.-IV/8/l/7 5-TRo qfto-2] 
nnoio sfrrTOPt, thtt$ sf 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CENTRAL EXCISE 
CORRIGENDUM 
Guntur, the 15th April, 1975 

S.O. 2195. — Corrigendum to Notification No. 1/71 dated 
4-6-71 published in the Gazette of India in Part II, Sec. 3 
Sub-Section (ii) appearing at P. 684 to 698 of Govt, of India 
Gazette of February 5th, 1972. 

In Column 3 of SI. No. 64 of the above Notification in- 
stead of “Superintendent, Kakinada” read "Superintendent 
Custom House, Kakinada.” 

[File C. No. IV/8/1/75 MP-2J 

S. K, SRIVASTAVA, Collector 
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’Fntfrra m w wrijw, tot aiUr 

IRTRT, 30 JTf, 197 5 

TTO Wfo 2 196, — UR HTTK TR | fa 6% UerffVfTif % =TR4 UpR TO % RR fwTOT smftra f*IRT yRT if 

wrawu Ur w 5 , 000 /- % mfer Uraru 1974-75 % uItr wfaTtftw # nf *ft 1 

tftr RT: %mWX urf flRiR 1961 (URfC 43 RJ 1 0 6 1 ) uff ?JKT 2S7 % 3RT OW ( SIR *PT% REUr fiRUr 25 UTU, 1969 

arm m f%f*ra iroTt am nrfwri aa auV: ^ grr if, wraw, jtht ar^r-i, n?nnrr, m% wrts: 1 % 3 it hr! tfk hr 

fV’TToff itt iR^sm a+ofari j : — 


— 1 

vft *rfur Ura ?rjir nipt % %Un: nrfawr *% irap- ^1f =U uT *ft in y^f -rerUt =rf 'if toM Ureffu ur% % 
uUr faro uf nt jff urn ft% ftwffcfr Ur aa a?w jtr% if w 5 , 000 /- % Rap ufff unfe 1 - 4-74 % sw«i rt% uruft nfa 31 - 3-75 
<rr TO4 £t% Riff Rlftf % sJtR HR % f%Tf% % 4TW HfarfftR «U =% I 


aR 

Pmff-rfRt ?,t hr irk RtT 

arU«r% 

unfR «ff wr 

UrafRi uu ut Ur% wiir if 

%o 




RfriR JTTT 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


— _ — forf- 


'n-jifTi — 2 

umt <ffr? -fft rUt ^r% Ur, yijyra *m % %un: wafTR rtrut hrur hpjw/htw?: hhUtU nfiFE-Rf Tr app- ufr =r£ «ff ut 
y^f ^mrUrcr >Tf softy fmk aft % fiTH Urst ’ll ^ ft% UraffUff Ur- <tt rr?*i=F rrm% if m 5,000/- if srjr ®rT£ mfUr 

1-4-74 if StTRO fft% URf Sfk 31-3-75 Vt iRTR eftA UT6ff HUfft % UfTR HR R UmR H UT fWT JEcRT far =T =67% 6TT <M^qY 

«6T SW5r=6 «r *67% % ^TRT jrftT^Jfw >6t ^ «ff I 


TrNr- 


*rj^t — 3 

y^t yff *pffy i37r% Unr *pjj(r ?m*r % wif^N (nw/ww waUfw trfaaiTTr Tf 5r^5 ^f yf »if «ff m yip 

uapiTfw irf ?i'fr% fVrfor % tUr Port At wf f(r airf nif f%aff%ff Ur tt jpre jtt %7 ir 5,0001- % 5RT6 vtf Tirfer 

1-4-74 % arOfiT gfif aT%f rffr 31-3-75 Tf fRT r -?T (?t% Tmf wfti % ^ftR f*T«HT ITEFRR it% HT % XlfinT =6T H TW I *T 4% 

ht yr tt w =r % 'frnR yftrftfro yf <fr i 


m f%srffr%r »frr =tr tflr rtt HTfarfy imUff %r iw ffrahur # Ura% %%tr if 

y<j *affnw jjm 


i- «ff lyirfyRnfETo %o fguwoao 5 , 000 /- 1970-71 

IDTRUTR, UR- UTUtU, 

6T(fo UTSTfT, f%HT TO>1 (U» Uo ) 


[#f %tolTB-o-8/74-75] 
il o IRTRTiR, ^ OR < ^TTRR 
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office of the commissioner of income tax, madhya pradesh 

Bhopal, 30th May, 1975 

S.O. 2196. —Whereas tho Central Government is of the opinion that it is necessary and expedient in public interest to publish 
the names and the other particulars herein after specified relating to assessces on whom a penalty of not less than Rs. 5,000 was imposed 
during the financial year 1974-75; 

And whereas in exercise of the powers conferred by section 287 of the I ncomc-tax Act, 1961 (43 of I960 in this behalf on me by the 
Central Government by its order dated 25th March, 1969, 1, the Comissioner of Income-tax Madhya Prndcsh-I, charge, Bhopal hereby 
publish the names and other particulars in Sehoduleds I to III hereto annexed ; — 


SCHEDULE-1 

Assesseos on whom a penalty not less thanRs. 5,000,/-in each case wasimposed for concealment of income during the period commen- 
cing with 1-4-74 to 31-3-1975 where no appeals were presented to the Tribunal within the lime allowed therefor or where presented have been 
disposed of during t he financial year. 


S.No. Name & Address of the Asscssco Status Amount of Penalty Assessment year for which tho default occurred. 


3 4 


5 


-Nil- 


SCHEDULE-II 

Assessoos on whom a penalty of not less than Rs. 5,000 in each case was imposed for failure to file the returns of income or to 
produce books of accounts or to comply with the statutory notices during the period commencing with 1-4-74 to 31-3-75 where no appeals 
were presented to the AAC/ITAT within the time allowed therefor or where the appeals presented have been disposed of during financial 
year. 


1 2 3 4 5 


•Nil- 


SCHEDULE-ni 

Assessees on whom a penalty of not less than Rs. 5,000 in each case was imposed for filing false estimate or not filing voluntary esti- 
mate of advance tax or for non-payment of tax during the period commencing with 1-4-1974 to 31-3-1975 where no appeals were presented 
to the AAC/ITAT within the time allowed therefor or where appeals presented have been disposed of during the financial year : 


S.No. Name & Address of the assesseo Status Amount of penalty Assessment year for which the default. 


1, Shri Hazarilal Prop M/s. Santulal HUF Rs, 5,000 1970-71 

Hazarilal, Village Bagod, Teh. Barwaha, 

Distt. Khargone (M.P.) 


4Tfvutr msTOtr 

fjijq- fipTW, PTm-r-fapfa an amrfaTP, 
prinr 

hi foFlft 24 apt, 1975 

fttci WT° 2197- — TbW tflffr pi fao 12, fetR A°, 
1 id 4, 2 9, 0 0 o/-Wf % fWT hat tllltflu * 1 ° ifo/ifo/ 
2167242/tpio/*nf‘>/'FTo/30/'J^o/27-28 29-1-69 'STPT 

R>P?r gif % XpJTTTT RlP?ff/tPT3a7t % PNIfl % fat? !RF[ 

fspjTT tRT ’ PT I 3aT it tJIT ErPTH-R aft 

qft p-jf-rfa 3 tt€t ani % fipi w pram ptptt fw | fa 

tptT fafapp fatrar pfi i pwraFi $ ^ 1 1 


INo C. S. 8/74-75] 
K. JAGAN NATHAN, Commissioner 

srT<t gm as gmrr «f) pf i fi par fafapp fptfsi'ir pfft 

3,25,257/— Wtf TT JTU14 4TH PIP Vl Vh I -1 At iff Ptf [t 1 

ppi ipfi % ^rtr*5^T i Piiff i irpr vrp*r prlw famr $ 1 
pvptHTTtfrd # 37 ^ fa tTirttr p° rfro/^o/ 2 1 67242 / 1 ^ 0 / 
pt^o/ tpio/ 30 /t’P' 0 / 27—28 fapfa; 29-i-fis ai gp gn fafaup 
ftpim pfi ppthw £r p$ $/if | faint im p fat 
*pai pgfafp pf/r pp ffi arKf *fiY puff pifitg 1 mu gpr fafapp 
fanirp pfrr aft purr 1 1 pith 4 nip if gpi fafppp fatrap 
pfa aff pgfafp trait p ami a?r stuff pt 1 

[PW ItTR-o afro 2o( l)/68-69/PKotnT6] 
mfo "araff, tjp-tjpp fatfaai, 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF CONTROLER OF IMPORTS & 
EXPORTS 

ORDER 

New Delhi, Ihe 24th June, 1975 

S.O. 2197. — M/s. Reyrolle Burn Ltd; 12, Mision Row, 
Calcutta-1 were granted licence No. P|D|2167242|S|IN|30|H| 
27-28 dt. 29-1-69 for Rs. 4,29,000 for import of Raw Materials/ 
components as per list attached thereto. They have request- 
ed for issue of duplicate Exchange Control Copy of the said 
licence on the ground that original Exchange Control Copy 
has been misplaced by them. It has further been reported 
by the licensee that the Exchange Control copy has been 
misplaced after having been utilised for Rs. 3,25,257. 

In support of their contention, the applicant have filed an 
affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied that the original 
Exchange Control Copy of the licence No. PjD|2167242|S!lNl- 
30] H| 27-28 dt. 29-1-69 has beerl misplaced/lost and directs 
that duplicate Exchange Control Copy of the said licence 
should be issued to them. The Original Exchange Control 
Copy is cancelled. Duplicate Exchange Control Copy of the 
Import licence is being issued separately. 

[No. Swg. 20(l)/68-69/RM6] 
A, N. CHATTERJI, Dy. Chief Controller 


•cnTitr 

Tf ftxtft, 25 TFT, 1 9 7 S 

tlOUlo 2198. — TWft TJTfT ftTTRTfrT fa o, *RmT ft) TTPTFp- 
TJST &T ft TfshPf) (fttftpR-) % tTPTTTT % farr -15,5 5,400/-^ 
TOT JJfT JET TOTE T MUtfd TPWT: XTT^/tr/ 1 398 7 38/Tfty<FPT/ 

t[W/5l/T^/39-40, ftrftt 8-4-75 UTR ftnrT ffilT <4T I 
y’t^+3' M 1-4 TrT W //tE ft) h | 1 / 1 ^ frrxTtff 5T% 757 XT-tU ft Trott 
777ft % f«PJ TfTtm; *7 XTTftFT fft?TT t ftr IJST ftppprfr 

5Tf7T »f)imT?7r TUTfcR ft TJftfTT TTTTft xfk XltftR: TPtfhT 

777 ft % Tra <st nt I i Trrft ftxrrftTtr ft tTsp stwr* RffiaxT 
ftnrr t i ft ftgxi j fft xrrar* rnwr nft jjtt 
fffipnft xr^fftfir xnftrT: 

ft) Ttrff ft) nrft) Ti%tr i 

ttot *m ttttt ftuftfacr wit* (ftpra 1 *) xn^r, 1955 

ftrft 7-1 2-1955 7ft STTTT 9 (Ttlfft) IRI TtTTT Xtftmrf 7TT 
xrtfft 777ft fJ, xpjftmwft 4 5,5 5,400 /- TPlft WRT tJW % XTraTTf 
tnTWTT TTW: xp^/tT/ 1 398 738/#/7OTpW-5 l/h^/39-40, fftffiT: 
8-4-74 ft) tfiRTHlrti fftTOft) Srfft ftt 24,78,279/- Tift RPT 7ft 
7ft yd fit'll % TTT*T 7>xft ^ I 

[ffifflT trrTflTT/ 44/73-7 4/^)7170777 ( 7 ) /ftlRTPpT/ 3 4 ] 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 25th June, 1975 

S.O. 2198. — M/s. Madras Refineries Ltd; Madras were 
granted an import licence No. I|A|1398738lC|XX|53|H|39.40 
dated 8-4-74, for Rs. 45,55,400 only for the import of Catalyst 
from G.C.A. They have applied for issue of a duplicate Cus- 
tom copy of import licence mentioned above on the ground 
that the original Custom Purpose Cony has been lost having 
been registered with Madras Custom House and utilised partial- 
ly. In support of this, the applicant has filed an affidavit. I 
am satisfied that the original Custom Purpose Copy of import 
licence mentioned above has been lost and that duplicate copy 
thereof should be issued to the applicant. 
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In exercise of powers conferred on me under Clause 9 (cc) 
of the Import Trade (Control) Order No. 17/55 dated 7-12-1955 
as amended from time to time, undersigned cancel the 
Custom copy of import licence No. I]A| 1398738iC]XX]51|H] 
39.40 dated 8-4-74 for Rs. 45,55,400 only, with a balance of 
Rs. 24,78,279 only. 

[F. No. MR/44/73-74/PLS (A)/GLS/34] 
XTTftw 

*ToXn°2199. — Tftft) ftTR f7T7 ffto «f° 1 0 ftTTT 9-tJ, 

'prfmtf (^ft) 1 s,4oo/-w? ('fut prrt Trrcft) *rrer) 

ftfft^tnr: xtehtt smpfct ftro : xtif/rr/ uo 60 0 1 / 2 ) ft) wrc/ 54 / 
T^/ 39 - 40 , ft-rtTf 3-1-7 5 eT ft,q 1 rwr *51 1 7 ft ft ttt> 

TnTtr tt 7 ft xprftrft f trr fftEwr fftftrn- trfft ft fair w xmrrt tt 
xrftsr fturr I ft? IPT rpTTfftfftrpT fftoftp’T ftfft *7) ft$/x ITftTftm tft 
t£ ^ i 'mr‘ nw *ptt ft fft ijtt rit Wm ffthTW xrfft 
ftrnft ft) ftFrruTeft tnfaftrrt % Tm ftfttfft ffiift ^ vft i 

UET ftffi grplft 7?) rftxfft: 3TT XT ftftftr 14-2-75 

15,400 ETO' «n I 

TTT 77? *5 TTE^T ^ XTftrptT ^ KEPT XtftPrrft % tr^t 

01*1 TTE 719ft 9?r TtftrT ftuTT ^ I 
^ ft: TTK xrnftft 7?r tJIT ftfhrpT fttfOT xrft gj rtf I I 

Tjrftni, wr rftftfer antTm (ftifw) xrftvr 1955 , ftrft: 

7-12-5 5 rft T9-«rTTT £>(»fftfr) % Xpfnk XTTfT WfSTTTff W XPTpT 
777 qftrR f Ttcrf sprsFra sft fttrr rpr rTTTTTT TtWl: 

XTT^/iT/l 40 flOOl/^V/xft 5117/54/^-3 9-40, ftffift: 3-1-75 Tt 
r[7T 1J3T ftffttFT sfift TTl 5P71 7^ ftfTTJT >JrRTT ^ I 

'iisurt rrrfr fft tte h > vVu tp! xrjftfft jjri ftftuu ftpr^er 

Jlftr XEPT ^ TTRt 7?r TIT 7?f I I 

[tfTo ffi olffo Sfo/s/7 4-7 s] 
ORDER 

S.O. 2199.— M/s. Punjab Tractor Limited No, 10, Sector 
9-A, Chandigarh (U.T.) were granted an import licence No. 
I]A| 140600 1|T|0R|54|H| 39-40 dated 3-1-75 for Rs. 15,400 
(Rupees fifteen thousand and four hundred only), They have 
applied for the issue of a duplicate Exchange Control Pur- 
poses Copy of the said licence on the ground that the original 
Exchange Control Purpose copy has been lost /misplaced. It 
is further stated that the original Exchange Control Copy was 
not registered with any Customs authorities, It was utilised 
for Rs. Nil and the balance available on it was Rs. 15,400 
as on 14-2-1975. 

2. In support of this contention the applicant has filed an 
affidavit along with a certificate from Oath Commissioner 
Chandjgarh. I am accordingly satisfied that the original 
Exchange Control Purposes Copy of the said licence has 
been lost. Therefore in exercise of the powers conferred 
under Sub-Clause 9(cc) of the Imports (Control) Order, 
1955 dated 7-12-1955 as amended the said original Ex- 
change Control Purposes Copy of licence No. I/A/1406001 
dated 31-1-1975 issued to M/s, Punjab Tractors Chandigarh 
is hereby cancelled. 

3. A duplicate Exchange Control Purposes Copy of the 
said licence is being issued separately to the licence, 

[No. PBT./5/74-75] 

xrftsr 

9*0 WTO 2200. — TPTtft'ftnxr 1*17 ffto ;fo 10 JpRT 9-tT, 
St) 7?t 18,30 0/ J 7'ffi’ I XTJT'F g'-IPr ifFT rft XTTRT) 

*f7 ftTR tnp xrPTTTT Tr?7i7T tfiTUT : XTrf/ir/ 14 0 6 00 2/trfT /XTT^ tpT/ 54 / 
tftT/ 39-40, ft*ft7 3-1-75 ftrffi TO "TT I T-fftft TPTrpT >|fr 

wijftrfr ijrt ftrfmt* Fmxr 5rft ft fftrrr ^ wttr itt xtiftn* Eftt 
I ftr TTXT 1JRT ftfftiFT fttfwoT gft ft) hf/XTWftTTT ft rr{ | I 
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to? totttot w £ fa jj/t rjrr fafftr? f???'? aft fftff ft 
STTfETTOft %■ 'TW TOftfTO ?ft ?r?t$ ?t ft I ?1[ 

ST? % fftr tjcfft? ft ft ftr TOT 4 fftlTO 14-2-75 ft 
TOT 18,300/-ST? TTl 

?ro ?<p % tot?? ? to?w Y httot ftYroft TO^ft 1 ^ ? 17 ?: 
tototwto? ? tot? tr?? to t? ttRstw fen £ i Jr totojtok to$< 5 t 
jt ftr ^ tow? ft tjtt tjsr ftirorr fYftr? aft ft ?f % \ 
fftftf, ?to ?ftfftr tort? ( fwWaui ) to?? 1955 , 
7 - 12-55 ft 3wrcr 9(ftft) ? to??? tort TTfiraTf to arrft 
TO TOT ft TOTUT TOft?7 ft TOTl fair ?TO TOSH? ?W 

%rrf/>r//i4O0oo2/iT¥/*rrt ??/ 58 /^/ 39 - 40 , ffth? 3 - 1-75 ft 
•n-r jjitt ftftaa f’T?t!v , i irft ft sttYt itti fa?T ttrtt ^1 

Snftrmjrft ft TO MTS?? ft TOjfft? TOST fftTTOT fqrftRT 

irft tot? Y TOft ft to t ?1 1 1 

[to at ft ft/ 5/ 7 4-7 5 ] 


ORDER 

S.O. 2200.— M/s. Punjab Tractors Limited No. 10 Sector 
9-A, Chandigarh (U.T.) were granted an import licence No. 
I/A/1406002/S/IN/54/H/39-40 dated 3-1-75 for Rs. 18,300 
(Rupees eighteen thousand and three hundred only). They 
have applied lor the issue of a duplicate Exchange Control 
Purposes Copy of the said licence on the ground that the 
original Exchange Control Purposes Copy has been lost/ 
misplaced. It is further stated that the original Exchange 
Control Copy was not registered with any Customs autho- 
rities. It was utilised for Rs. Nil and the balance available 
on it was Rs. 18,300 as on 14-2-75. 

2. In support of this contention the applicant has filed an 
affidavit along with a certificate from Oath Commissioner 
Chandigarh. I am accordingly satisfied that tho original 
Exchange Control Purposes Copy of the said licence has 
been lost. Therefore in exercise of the powers conferred 
under Sub-Clause 9(cc) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955 
dated 7-12-55 as amended the said original Exchange Control 
Purposes Copy of licence No. T/A/1406002/S/IN/54/H/ 
39-40 dated 3-1-75 issued to M/s. Punjab Tractor Chandigarh 
is hereby cancelled. 

3, A duplicate Exchange Control Purposes Copy of the 
said licence is being issued separately to the licencec. 

[No. PBT/5/74-75] 


srnftrr 

?t fftft, 4 T[TO£, 1975 

TO° xrto 2201. — f?Mtfai, ftft, sfftft ft?, us In ft TOTTOT Y 
ft?? ftt?T Y? TORT? % ft ", 5,14,964 ST? TO Tt^r 

TOTT? Tnftfa TO ft/TO?/ 208751 2 f??TT G- 3- 7 0 TftlT? fTOTT TOT 

kit i set Tsmfftftsrrfr % ??? tot^#tt ft TOjfYfY ftm?^ tot)?? 

srft % ftft ttt tour tt *tt?rt tftn ^ fn t(5 sft fro? ft 

ft q I Vffti TOTftTTOft % TOT TftfRT TOPf fa?i ftp 
TOPTfTT fftf fipTT fY ft ftt/TOTOOTT ft ^ 1 

TOT? ftf?? % TOrtf? Y Y 5 ST? ? RTOft? TOOT? 

ftr to?Y? ftYroft ftfYrofft % tot sjtto tot? to 

trip 5TTT TST nrfftr fTOTT | I 

xrft^Emrft ftjR IfaTO??? ft ft/TOx /20 87512 fftft 
6 - 3-70 ft tjw ftroiTTO totYtot ftr to?rs tf?nn ft t^/tottot? 


[Part li- 
ft =rrf $ ftr fftw Sft I f% xrr$tpr % tot *r xrftftr ftgiK|5i; 
srftro aftr urrft ft anft mfftr 1 

TOTRT TTlftpr Tr<J ft/xTO/20875 1 2 fftTTT 6-3-70 ft 

ftrorpE stffro ftTr t[TOTT to? ft inft 1 1 

[to 92-fto/f^/e9-70/ ft Ipr ittt/39] 
t(TTs ft TOTOff, TTOfTO fftfsPli 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 4th July, 1975 

S.O. 2201.— An Import Licence No. G/R/2087512 dated 
6-3-1970 for Rs, 5,14,964/- for the import of Traction 
motor blower set from Japan was issued in favour of Con- 
troller of Stores, Southern Railway, Madras. Now tho 
licensee has requested for issue of a Duplicate Customs pur- 
poses copy of the same on the ground that the original has 
been lost/misplaced without having been registered with 
any Customs authority and fully unutilised. 

In support of the request the applicant has filed an affi- 
davit on stamped patier alongwith T.R. of Rs. 5/- and 
U.J-O.’s recommendation. 

The undersigned is satisfied that the original Customs 
copy of licence No. G/R/2087512 dated 6-3-70 has been 
lost/misplaced by the applicant and directs that duplicate 
Customs copy should be issued in favour of the applicant. 

The original Customs copy of Import Licence No, 
G/R/2087512 dated 6-3-70 is herby cancelled. 

[No, 92.C/Rly / 69-70/GLS /3 9] 
S. K. LTSMANI, Dy. Chief Controller 

wrftr 

fit fftft, 2 7 'P, 19 75 

WTO WTo 2202.— -frftft f? ftftPT OJfTOftlTOSr fTO TOT- 
9 T ft t^T V I TOT TOrftT TO fto/fto fto/2068S4fl fftftr 
1 5-10-1973 TTTOT fftlT TOT «TT I rtTO Mtft'n ft ^JT 

Ptf-TTO fTOTOT ftrT ft TOA $ fftr W ^TOTO 

to mror fftn ^ tjst froror afir totottot ft nf/ft 

rtft ft 4^ ft iftn TOT ^ f?T T|ffT frfTORT fftpjPT 

wfii TOP-fT TTrtrftftl fir a if fi ftso ft Tf^ ft ftr; 

TOTOT mifvw TOftfi tftlT TOT TO I frt TOrtfrt farTT% fftr 
H I S u n Tflft fftl l TOT *TT 3, 7 4, 0 0 0 TOT ( ft? TO? ftttrt 4 ^7TT7 
TTTO) ^ ftrt UTOTfilT fftft fftf rjTT ft? TO j'TOftT fftTT 
TOT TO 65,491.65 ^ I TOT TOjfftT ft? TOTTOTTOTT 

3,08,508. 35 TO? (ft? ffP? TOrt: ^TOT ft? ft TORS TO? ftfft 
'I? TO?) ft TOT tmrftr ? fftT ft 

2. W ?*fr ? TOT?? if VI ift/b ? ?ldfl ftft?T ?. I ?TT ? 

toto? froftr?? vttto tttt wtto ?? toPj? fftrr 1 1 ?tojtot 
? ^ fip da? rtT^TOT ft TJT? TOST fYf?TOTO fTOTO’ 1 ? TOf? ft 

Tft ? sftftl toto ?ft fir? totot? ( frorow ) to? 1 ? 1955 fr? i 
7-12-55 ft TOtTRl 9 (ft ft) SR T TORT TOfSTTOff TO TOTOt? 
s.ft fro irLir shroro tprarofrfFnr fro.' totj? ft ?rt fftr ipr 
rtrtftr ?0 fto/fto/fto /20 68546 fftrisr 15-10-73 ft 
?a? a? tjst frfTOTTO fftfro? nf? Tr??ai tt ft anft ^ 1 

3. 75? TOTTOT ft TOTT fftrorr fftfro? ft? ft TOjfft? 
TOT? ? TP? ft TOT 7ft ft 

[TOW: 20( 2)/73-74/ftf fto- 3 / 1097 ] 
TO? 'RT.R, TOJTO f??TOTO 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, the 27(h June, 1975 


S.O. 2202. — M /s. The Indian Explosives Ltd; Kanpur were 
granted an import licence No. P/CG/2068546 dated 
15-10-1973. They have applied for the issue of a duplicate 
Exchange Control purposes copy of the said licence on the 
grounds that the original Exchange Control purposes copy 
has been misplaced/lost. It is further stated that the origi- 
nal Exchange Control copy was registered with M/s. 
Grindlays Bank ltd., Kanpur and utilised partly. The total 
amount for which the licence was issued is Rs. 3,74,000.00 
(Rupees three lakhs seventy four thousand only) and the 
total amount for which the original copy was utilised is 
Rs, 65,491.65. The duplicate copy now required is to cover 
the balance of Rs. 3,08,508.35 (Rupees three lakhs eight 
thousand five hundred eight and paise thirty five only). 

2. In support of this contention, the applicant has filed an 
affidavit duly sworn in before the Notary Public, Kanpur. I 
am accordingly satisfied that the original exchange control 
purpose copy of the said licence has been lost. Therefore, 
m exercise of powers conferred under sub-clause 9(cc) of the 
Imports (Control) Order, 1955 dated 7-12-1955 as amended, 
the said original Exchange Control purposes copy of licence 
No, P/CG/2068546 dated 15-10-1973 issued to M/s. Indian 
Explosives Ltd,, Kanpur is hereby cancelled. 

3. A duplicate Exchange Control Purposes copy of the 
said licence is being issued separately. 

[No. 20 (ID/73-74/CG-IJI/1097.] 
NAND KUMAR, Joint Chief Controller 


utr +rTmr 

rtf 20 ajar, 1975 

WHO WU 2203. — TTcf: WTTTfT ('jfa * WtVT 

It ttlwiT wr xrt) xrftrfim 1902 ( 1902 m so) i?f tnrr 
3 Jpf wjttt ( 1 ) % wiflr ittot trmu 3ftfwr turn mr- 
vtxr (nfiftm fa^Fr) ttfhgw wo tn« 3228 mrlir 
7 - 12-74 am %Tjfrrr htut I wf+jtRT tf ifmr 
Jr faflfw tjfatff It ^nfpr |r trFmT iff mr trmff t) fowl 
It trtfftrT It f+f sml w furr murr sftfarr irt fTn 

IT I 

t/Vr jta rrspf mEwifl H wt trftrfim iff um 6 If tt- 

Erm ( 1 ) It xpftfi iFTtn: t! flofli * a) | : 

itJt *mr jot IetH I fafti tt f+rp; im? % 

rprwT^r stftrgspTT fr timr w^Tf if flflEm if tjrpffrr 

git xtftmx itflrT it+r tt faf+rrr farm 1 1 

XT? SET; 3TTT Ffaf+TE iff RUT 6 iff tJ'TEtm ( 1 ) SETT 

5 J-TTT ttrflTT in ipfPT T+T fh IesEt TTWR tFPfim Tlt'Ef imft 

H fit Ttr sprFtrgmTr fr +pt mj^Tf if Wife WW if 
tjrpfftT TT wfinrit TrST Wfe It Wnpr T f+r mp^rTT 
wf+i fun aiirti ^t i 

tf\r ml tit unr iff mum ( -i) rm tretr srfrW irr 

yiltn 4VT ijn f.-it-'T TKTR t-ife Til > f T ITT tjWf if TFIPI 

tt xrftmT IeiRi tmuT if Wipr tfe % »u++ +t 

iwr ffr° if tpff tfnff if tjir m f tnrrmT iff ut truffl 
Ur fr%r gfm i 
45 GT/75— 10. 


minUt 

tt^it : xfp? firm : tjiRm ttw 
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0 

0 6 

3 2 

S02/3 


0 

01 

75 

1423 

0 

10 

34 
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0 
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0 
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0 

0 6 

85 

2 8/2 
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09 

12 

451 
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0 

0 0 
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29/1/2 

0 

04 

• 6 
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0 
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03 

84 

2 9/2/(» 

0 

01 

7 ( 

463 


0 

64 

3 2 

29/2/ i*fr 

0 

00 

25 
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u 
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263 
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05 
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MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND CHEMICALS 

(Department of Petroleum) 

New Delhi, the 20th June, l'J75 


S.O. 2203. — Wheieas by a notification of the Govt, of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Chemicals (Depart- 
ment of Petroleum! S.O. No. 3228 Dated 7-12-1974 under 
sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Peti oleum Pipelines (Ac- 
quisition of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), 
the Central Government declared its intention to acquire the 
Right of User in the lands specified in the schedule appended 
to that notification for the purpose of laying pipelines ; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under sub-section 
(l) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted report to the 
Government ; 

And further wheieas the Cential Government has after 
considering the said leport, decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification ; 


Now thciefoie in exeicise of the Powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the Central Go- 
vernment hereby declares that the right of user in the said 
lands specified in the schedule appended to this notification 
hcicby acquired for laying the pipelines; 

And frnther in exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (4) of that section, the Central Government directs 
that the right of user in the said lands shall instead of 
vesting in the Central Government vest on the date of the 
publication of this declaration in the Indian Oil Corporation 
Limited free from all encumberances. 


SCHEDULE 


Taluka ; Anand District : Kbeda Gujarat State. 


Village 

Survey No. 


Extent. 
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791 
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80 
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0 
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0 

03 
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00 
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0 

02 
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0 
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0 

00 
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453 
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05 
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0 

04 
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0 

01 
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0 

04 
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133 

0 
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00 
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11 
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NAP AD (VAN TO) 597 

0 
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01 
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0 
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12 
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07 

08 

626 

0 

03 
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502/2 
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499 
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451 
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461 
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460 
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261 
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47/3 
48 
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49/2 
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61 
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64 
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67/1 
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1424 
1422 
1415 
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1417/2 
1417/1 
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29/2/1 B 
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22 

32 
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41 

37 
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61 
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60/1 
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0 
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0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
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0 

0 
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0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
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04 
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40 

13 

12 

00 

58 
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84 
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40 

10 
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00 
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00 
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36 

04 

80 

02 

88 

05 

92 

00 

08 

03 

36 

01 

44 

02 

08 

00 

40 

05 

76 

02 

72 

03 

84 
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25 

00 
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03 
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02 
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00 

50 
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05 

12 
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35 

05 
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02 
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04 

88 
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07 
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1299 

0 

07 

68 


1300/1 

0 

03 

52 


1298/2 

0 

01 

92 


1298/1 

0 

05 

44 


1294 

0 

03 

36 


1295 

0 

05 

98 


1253 

0 

03 

18 


1254 

0 

00 

64 


1245 

0 

04 

16 


1246 

0 

07 

68 


1240/5 + 6 

0 

00 

96 


1240/4 

0 

06 

40 


1240/3 

0 

03 

68 


1240/2 

0 

01 

76 


1241/3 

0 

00 

32 


1241/2 

0 

02 

40 


1241/1 

0 

02 

72 


1238/1 +2 

0 

06 

40 


1177 

0 

02 

56 


1176 

0 

08 

00 


1175 

0 

05 

44 


1174 

0 

00 

16 


1170 

0 

06 

88 


1168 

0 

01 

28 


1169 

0 

10 

40 


1147 

0 

03 

48 


1148 

0 

05 

12 


1032 

0 

02 

56 


1025 

0 

03 

24 


1023 + 1024 

0 

04 

00 


1022 

0 

01 

92 


1019 

0 

02 

56 


1018 

0 

03 

20 


1017 

0 

06 

52 


856 

0 

09 

44 


857 

0 

03 

68 


858 

0 

04 

00 


852 

0 

03 

20 


853 

0 

00 

64 


848 + 849 

0 

14 

40 


847 

0 

02 

56 


726 

0 

08 

64 


727 

0 

02 

08 


728 

0 

04 

96 


821 

0 

04 

96 


816 + 1 +2 

0 

05 

28 


815 

0 

00 

48 


814 

0 

03 

52 


734/1 to 7 

0 

24 

00 


737 

0 

00 

96 


619 

0 

00 

20 


618 

0 

08 

96 

BAKROL 

2091 

0 

02 

72 


2090 

0 

07 

04 


2094 

0 

02 

40 


2089 

0 

03 

68 


2088 

0 

03 

04 


2099 

0 

05 

60 


2104 

0 

00 

80 


2101 

0 

04 

64 


2123 

0 

04 

48 


2122 

0 

03 

20 


2134 

0 

08 

00 


2131 

0 

00 

16 


2135/1 

0 

05 

92 


2136/2 

0 

00 

96 


2136 

0 

05 

60 


2138 

0 

00 

16 


2139/3 

0 

11 

52 


2139/2 

0 

09 

12 


2139/1 

0 

03 

04 


2142 

0 

06 

88 


2144 

0 

13 

28 


2145 

0 

06 

56 


l 


BAKROL 

(Contd.) 


2 


3 

4 

5 

2605 


0 

08 

09 

2208 


0 

04 

05 

2204/1 


0 

07 

20 

2205 


0 

00 

04 

2202 


0 

02 

03 

2203 


0 

12 

60 

2200 


0 

00 

80 

2194 


0 

00 

32 

2193 


0 

22 

52 

2184/1 


0 

19 

68 

2184/2 


0 

02 

24 

2279 


0 

19 

36 

2280 


0 

00 

64 

2272 


0 

03 

91 

2277 


0 

03 

91 

2276 


0 

07 

28 

2275 


0 

05 

20 

2318 


0 

00 

16 

2274 


0 

10 

24 

2319 


0 

11 

52 

2438 


0 

13 

28 

2439 


0 

08 

80 

2436 


0 

15 

36 

2498 


0 

20 

00 

2500 


0 

11 

52 

1817 


0 

00 

32 

2506 


0 

36 

80 

1810 


0 

10 

88 

1809 


0 

01 

76 

1806 ' 


0 

00 

96 

1799 


0 

14 

56 

1798 


0 

06 

40 

1794 


0 

04 

48 

1800 


0 

07 

52 

1671 


0 

08 

96 

1672 


0 

22 

56 

1674/1 


0 

08 

00 

1674/3 


0 

04 

16 

1675/2 


0 

11 

84 

1676 


0 

07 

04 

1607/1+2 


0 

08 

96 

1609/1 


0 

04 

OO 

1608/2 


0 

03 

68 

1608/3 


0 

11 

04 

1595/2 


0 

00 

76 

1584/1 


0 

10 

12 

1583/P 


0 

06 

07 

1587 


0 

01 

26 

1588 


0 

12 

65 

1590 


0 

05 

. 06 

1589 


0 

03 

04 

1541 


0 

07 

08 

1546 


0 

02 

52 

1545 


0 

04 

30 

1544 


0 

09 

87 

1267 


0 

14 

16 

1268 


0 

15 

43 

1235 


0 

00 

76 

1274 


0 

01 

77 

1234/P 


0 

26 

30 

1231 


0 

18 

40 

1230 


0 

01 

44 

1229 


0 

15 

20 

1222 


0 

00 

48 

1217 


0 

13 

92 

1221 


0 

06 

88 

1219 


0 

01 

28 

1220 


0 

17 

44 
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«CT° 220 4 — TR: TT^TTrTT ( Rfa ^ % 

1 

2 

3 

A 

5 

TWtR fT RfuTTR JpT rTt) trftrfRRR, 1962 ( 1 9 R 2 Tir5o) 

— 

- ' •’ ■ ■ 

— • 


— 

# 1TTRT 3 fit WJTRl ( 1 ) % wrfrT MTTT RRR1R R' TftpPT*T 

Rt?fr-wfPr 

51 

0 

44 

6 5 

TVr rrtrr Tstfft (tjtftm N'tft) f?t tto m» 


52 

0 

0 8 

78 

tf° 3230 wft'Jf 7-12-74 ffTRT >f*TfN TOR if EJR WfatJWTT 


5 0/l 

0 

19 

76 

ft *miR qpfjNr R fRpTfoGR IjfaRT % % qfsiTTTR fit 


50/2 

0 

17 

38 

RTfR ; 3T?ift fit fR0TT % RRtfrR % fi.TR e#TT •'Wtf ft xrTRT 


49/l 

0 

23 

70 

mm RTfttr err farr m ■ 


4 9/2 

0 

31 

29 



48/ 1 

0 

16 

47 

fftR RR: RSTR STTlwiTf % TTR wfUpTRlT fit tURT 6 fit 7R- 


48/2 

0 

16 

47 

tnrr ( i ) $ wfN wcrtr fit fRRt£ £ ft 


43 

0 

27 

45 



44 

0 

4 5 

7 5 

tAr tOf, RR: ^fTf ttRfTrR A E?ffT fNlT IRffTTR ttrA t 


4 

0 

1 5 

3 7 

rti qftr^fRr A it'T'r trEj^A if fafirffre ^ANf *f 








uifttf frr qlwrR RrfaRr frrA eft ArAnm Iw |; 

'TfTl" — ’ll 71 

1 Efr 

0 

8 1 

2 5 

W, TTR: RTR ’Tr'tfttRR fTf STHT 6 Rt EJTItTRr ( 1 ) 3TRT 

wAr 

6i Tr 

0 

18 

30 

RTRT RrfftT fiT RON RfR?f JR %i#tR tTRTTR SPT RrffR TTRtft 


60 Eft/ 1 

0 

1 7 

3 * 

| Pf w wfEr^Tfr ft ttvTR *f Wofe to frfwrf it 


60 -fr/2 

0 

1 8 

30 

uq-ift'r RR ttr^fTR ttw eritt fygjPt % m\m % PmA rrt^rt 


5 9 Eft/ 1 

0 '"b 

5 5 

81 

qf^R PFfT Tfmt $; 


59 EfT/2 

0 

27 

4 5 



SfiEft 

0 

1 8 

30 

*Ar fTTR 3RT mRT fft WXPR ( 4) ITRT RfRT Rlfwft TT 


5 6 "ft 

0 

27 

45 

STR>T TTrA 5R $TTtf RREFTR pT^fT fcft £ far 3TR ijfRjfr if 


5 2 Tr 

0 

5 5 

99 

URtft'I *FT ftfltEFTR %RffR TTRfrTR if NRtT (Ar % 3T3ITR fTTR#f 


49 Eft 

0 

3 5 

31 

Aft Ettr Pro Jr mft rotTr rt RfR rr Jr, irr Ttwr % sr+mR 


4 8Efr 

0 

3 7 

43 

•ft tfff ettO-^st fir PtRtr ?t<Tr i 


47 Efr/i 

0 

3 8 

24 



4 7 Efr /2 

0 

31 

31 

^'fr 


47 EfT /3 

0 

3 2 

94 



43 -ft 

0 

01 

28 

rtt«ft : TOtfr fiffr : RTfrfiti ’prorr 


44 Eft 

0 

22 

87 

RTR trfcTTtfo 


4 3 Eft 

0 

02 

00 

rtf? 


40 Efr 

0 

25 

25 



3 9 Eft 

0 

27 

8 1 

RR tr RrfjftFr 


38 T 

0 

3 5 

75 



34 Efr 

0 

50 

3 2 

1 2 3 4 5 


33 >fr 

0 

20 

26 

f^rrfMT 209 0 27 43 

ftfr*Mt 

120 Tt 

0 

1 4 

94 

208 0 03 40 


1 17 Eft 

0 

27 

•15 

134 0 15 00 


1 1 6 Eft 

0 

16 

8 3 

140 0 15 54 


1 15 Eft 

0 

32 

94 

1 3 G 0 23 96 


1 13 

0 

14 

64 

139 0 10 97 



— 



138 0 47 01 

'Ttrrft 

18 

0 

1 5 

48 

116 0 23 84 


442 

0 

22 

86 

118 0 04 57 


60 

0 

10 

08 

100 0 20 00 


447 

0 

30 

60 

108 0 09 14 


57 

0 

18 

80 

107 0 40 05 


448 

0 

21 

60 

86 02561 


79 

0 

07 

74 

84 0 24 87 


78 

0 

0 9 

18 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 

74 

0 

22 

50 

75 

0 

09 

25 

161 

0 

29 

00 

159 

0 

29 

86 

155 

0 

39 

00 

152 

0 

36 

70 

150 

0 

09 

00 

147 

0 

29 

70 

143 

0 

08 

20 

144 

0 

00 

09 

142 

0 

27 

44 

139 

0 

66 

72 

1 37 

0 

83 

00 

129 

0 

10 

00 


1 2 

3 

4 

5 

18 

0 

19 

00 

77 t 82 

0 

24 

00 

83 

0 

24 

00 

75 

0 

40 

00 

74 

0 

28 

00 

86 

0 

12 

60 

93 

0 

08 

10 

94 

0 

16 

00 

105 

0 

07 

20 

104 

0 

18 

00 

102 

0 

10 

80 

103 

0 

07 

20 

109 

0 

18 

00 

[tfo 

12017/4/7 4-q*To 

trtTo-3] 


LTCPTRlTllT 183 'ft 

184 
181 

177 

178 
1 76 
168/2 
169/2 
158 


0 

28 

80 

0 

48 

50 

0 

07 

32 

0 

35 

10 

0 

10 

06 

0 

26 

53 

0 

35 

87 

0 

21 

96 

0 

52 

19 


S.O. 2204. — Whereas by a notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Chemicals 
(Department of Petroleum) S.O. No. 3230 dated 7-12-1974 
under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act 1962 (50 of 
1962) the Central Government declared its intention to 
acquire the Right of User in the lands specified in the sche- 
dule appended to that notification for the purpose of laying 
pipelines; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under sub-sec- 
tion (1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted report to 
the Government ; 


157 

153/1 

151 


0 34 00 

0 03 23 

0 04 08 


And further whereas the Central Government has after 
considering the said report, decided a acquire the right of 
user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification; 


152 

149 

148 


0 23 42 

0 24 09 

0 21 04 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the Powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said lands specified in the schedule appended to this notifi- 
cation hereby acquired for laying the pipelines ; 


85 


3 7 

94 

84 

0 

3 6 

60 

83 

0 

31 

11 

82 

0 

03 

29 

78 

0 

43 

37 

77 

0 

05 

12 

’ 6 

0 

35 

70 

7 5 

0 

14 

64 

5 8/2 

0 

28 

00 

5 8/ 1 

0 

40 

26 

57^r 

0 

55 

81 

27 

0 

42 

00 

28’ft/ 1 

0 

40 

00 

28'ft/ 2 

0 

• 

17 

00 

20'fV/ 1 

0 

27 

00 

20 >fr/2 

0 

18 

00 

19 

0 

18 

00 


And further in exercise of the power conferred bv sub- 
section (4) of that section, the Central Government directs 
that the right of user in the said lands shall instead of 
vesting in the Central Government vest on the date of the 
publication of this declaration in the Indian Oil Corporation 
Limited free from all encumberances. 


SCHEDULE 


Taluka : Paddhari 

District; Rajkot, Gujarat 

Slate 


Village 

Survey 

No. 

Extent 



H. 

A. 

Sq. 

M. 

Hadmatia . 

209 

0 

27 


43 


208 

0 

03 


40 


134 

0 

15 


00 


140 

0 

15 


54 


136 

0 

23 


69 


139 

0 

10 


97 


138 

0 

47 


01 


116 

0 

23 


84 


118 

0 

04 


57 


109 

0 

20 


00 


108 

0 

09 


14 


107 

0 

40 


05 


86 

0 

25 


61 


84 

0 

24 


87 


45 GI/75 — 1 1 
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Village 

Survey 

No. 

Extent 


H. 

A. Sq. M. 

Moti-Chanol 

31 

0 

44 

63 


52 

0 

08 

78 


5/1 

0 

19 

76 


50/2 

0 

17 

38 


49/1 

0 

23 

70 


49/2 

0 

31 

29 


48/1 

0 

16 

47 


48/2 

0 

16 

47 


43 

0 

27 

45 


44 

0 

43 

75 


4 

0 

15 

37 

Nani-Chanol 

1 P 

0 

81 

23 

Vanpari 

. 61 P 

0 

18 

30 


60 P/1 

0 

17 

38 


60 P/2 

0 

18 

30 


59 P/1 

0 

55 

81 


59 P/2 

0 

27 

45 


58 P 

0 

18 

30 


56 P 

0 

27 

45 


52 P 

0 

55 

99 


49 P 

0 

33 

31 


48 P 

0 

37. 

43 


47 P/1 

0 

38 

24 


47 P/2 

0 

31 

31 


47 P/3 

0 

32 

94 


45 P 

0 

01 

38 


44 P 

0 

22 

87 


43 P 

0 

02 

00 


40 P 

0 

25 

23 


39 P 

0 

27 

81 


38 P 

0 

33 

75 


34 P 

0 

50 

32 


33 P 

0 

29 

26 

Bodighodi , 

. 120 P 

0 

14 

94 


117 P 

0 

27 

45 


116 P 

0 

16 

83 


113 P 

0 

32 

94 


113 P 

0 

14 

64 

Paddaharl . 

18 

0 

15 

48 


442 

0 

22 

86 


60 

0 

10 

08 


447 

0 

30 

60 


57 

0 

18 

80 


448 

0 

21 

60 


79 

0 

07 

74 


78 

0 

09 

18 


74 

0 

22 

50 


75 

0 

09 

25 


161 

0 

29 

00 


139 

0 

29 

86 


155 

0 

39 

00 


152 

0 

36 

70 


130 

0 

09 

00 


147 

0 

29 

70 


143 

0 

08 

20 


144 

0 

00 

09 


142 

0 

27 

44 


139 

0 

66 

72 


137 

0 

83 

00 


129 

0 

10 

00 


Rampar Mota 183 P 
184 
181 

177 

178 
176 
168/2 
169/2 
158 
137 
133/1 
151 

132 

149 

148 


0 

28 

80 

0 

48 

50 

0 

07 

32 

0 

35 

10 

0 

10 

06 

0 

26 

53 

0 

35 

87 

0 

2) 

96 

0 

52 

19 

0 

34 

00 

0 

03 

23 

0 

04 

08 

0 

23 

42 

0 

24 

09 

0 

2! 

04 


Village 

12 

Survey 

No 

Extent 



H. 

A. Sq. M. 

Dungarka . 

85 

0 

32 

94 


84 

0 

36 

60 


83 

0 

31 

11 


82 

0 

03 

29 


78 

0 

43 

37 


77 

0 

05 

12 


76 

0 

35 

70 


75 

0 

14 

64 


38/2 

0 

28 

00 


58/1 

0 

40 

26 


57 P 

0 

53 

81 

Baghl 

27 

0 

42 

00 


28 P/1 

0 

40 

00 


28 P/2 

0 

17 

00 


20 P/1 

0 

27 

00 


20 P/2 

0 

18 

00 


19 

0 

18 

00 


18 

0 

19 

00 


77 to 82 

0 

24 

00 


83 

0 

24 

00 


75 

0 

40 

00 


74 

0 

28 

00 


86 

0 

12 

60 


93 

0 

08 

10 


94 

0 

16 

00 


105 

0 

07 

20 


104 

0 

18 

00 


102 

0 

10 

89 


103 

0 

07 

20 


109 

0 

18 

00 


[No. 1201 7/4 /74-LAL/lTf] 

af fawfr, 30 1975 

mtowt* 22os. — aa: ^rfaaa, 'mawna (»jPr * ayaYa * 

OftTTT *TR+T) wfafaaa, 1962 ( 1962 *T 50) EJTTr 
3 rfl OTtJTO ( l) * OTta aTTy 5WH % ^^tfaya PVT 
THiaa f4*uu) 4?T WflrgwaT <tfT°Wl° Wo 2009 

WTflW 8- 7* 7 4 ffTTT $wfry WTWTT ^ 3W *4 lug'll JT tloPa ^^43 

SWaPne ijfywlr * ayjftw wfawR *7 anra wiyaf wt fwaa^ 
% salad fail wfyy hr% «pt <mi wma 'll fin art forr 
•it; 

wVc ww : wwa STfimfr % way wfafaaa Vr trrrt 6 
3TBTO ( 1 ) * wrfcr WTTR Vt foM 3MV | ; 

rfhr <ypr, atr: *aftywT*n: Jr wi fwfri aa fayra wa* * 
ya wfu^ a H t & tfy*a v-j^dt if firPrfinsj Tjfaalr Jr smlw 
an UftJfilT wfaw *T f^fWPT f%WT $; 

«W, «W: 3W wfirfm ^fy HTTI 6 »T OTTTf ( 1 ) 5fK( 
1646 vrfwt 8>( SmVi jy %yfTy y veR '-'d^ JR1 wrf9tT TRrfV 
| fa yw wfaflywr & Tfcprsr Jr faPrfyaa way •jfaaf Jr 
^wrfta vi trfimr TRy wna firar^ % yyfaa fai[ ywt- 
JRT Wfay fatTT WTWT ^ I 

tfh, *rr»l aw srm Of sysRT ( 4 ) arm yaw wfffitfr wr 
yyfa waft jy JNta arwR fw*w W J fr wt •jfwf Jr 
yywTa wt wfawna fcwftw wrrtR Jr wtfr fa%r ftJr % awry far 
efty yif^rw % «n«ffa *r, wtftwyy7 Jr ^aa, ay Jf, *w *frawr 
* surma w?V sa wrftwr wt fafiyr jftaT 1 



Sec, 3(ii)] 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JULY 12, 1975/ASADHA 21. 1897 


2535 


IVwr) wt»4it» ro 34ie 

16-12-74 IRT TOH i) gg trfv pj il 6 F #5fnT 

*f rifufa*; *jfmf) wfK ^ trfvt.K wt qrfr srug) 

^ spfwg % fgif tafag ipc^t w srm wtipi griscr 

WT fotJT TT I 




* 70 %■ 7fto3ft« tpj* W{ tfNtftolW* VPft 


wmivr % firt 1 

Tm *pnr?r 

nt*r 

tNarg tiw 


rMir 

wmrn) 

92 

0 

17 

28 


wri 

0 

60 

90 


87 

0 

01 

92 


1 10/2 

0 

10 

80 


108/2 

0 

07 

44 


108/1 

0 

0 7 

62 


107/1 

0 

OS 

32 


[go 12010 / 2/7 4-wro^ tpro] 

S.O. 110S, — Whereas by a notification of the Govt, of India 
in the Ministry of Petroleum and Chemicals (Department of 
Petroleum) S.O, No. 2009 dated 8-7-74 under sub-section 
(I) of section 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines (Acquisition Of 
Right of User in land) Act, 1962 (30 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the Right of 
User in the lands specified in the schedule appended to that 
notification for the purpose of laying pipelines, 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under sub 
section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted report to 
the Government ; 

And further whereas the Central Government has 
after considering the said report, decided to acquire the Tight 
of user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification ; 

Now therefore, in exercise of th« powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the said 
lands specified in the schedule appended to this notification 
hereby acquired for laying the pipelines ; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-scctlon (4) of that Section, the Central Government directs 
that the right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting 
In he Central Government vest on this date of the publicat/on 
of this declaration in the Oil & Natural Gas Commission free 
from all encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 

Pipeline from D.S. NK-70 to GGS-cum-CTF Kadi. 
State : Gujarat District: Mehsana Taluka : Kadi 


Village 

Survey No. 

Hec- 

tare 

Are. 

Cen- 

tlare 

Chalasan 

. 92 

0 

17 

28 


Cart-track 

0 

00 

90 


87 

0 

01 

92 


110/2 

0 

10 

80 


108/2 

0 

07 

44 


108/1 

0 

07 

62 


107/1 

0 

03 

52 


[No, 12016/2/74-L&L] 


WTO in* 2206.— W: , TtT^nVf ^ 'TPrtu 

% irfawTr: vr vta) vfaf-m , 1962 (i962 wr so) if) ottt 
3 if) awrr ( 1 ) wtfto grwgwrc ifh vsum 


ipt: gsrg mftmf) * gw trfbfPTR if) srra e if) 
3'tot7t ( 1 ) % utfPr grwr w) fgftf * ft $ 1 

rf)i vp), m 5) gw fwli me fmtrc * 

Witt, fR trfffgwr ?) gWT gjg^) *) fufaiw sjfggf i) gqqp) 
wr ulmm trfw wt) w farf^wnr ftmt $ i 

w, wt): gw gfvfwg if) am e if) gqtrnr ( 1 ) jttt 
wvr vr% tt mfrg wf) gt» %-f)q tok tpr^irtr grfw wtf) 
I fw w wfsp^Hi ft ggw mj^f) ft liftfwsr sjfftrff ft 
Wftm W gftJWT TTW WW fiwft % JpfTW It fftft 
tTTT *)f%g fWIT WPST ^ I 

«fK inff gg ttTtr gmrrn (4) skt sopt irftw) itr 
•pfm wft pi farftr own. faftvr &r) $ ft> gw ffinff ft gmftg 
wt tTfawr fcgfftr ggiR Sr fafpr jrtft % igtyr ggpr ftg 
5n?tftnt % graftr ft, gg) «wf ft np w ft, w *fN«rr % 
sntntPT if) <g ffuPf w) fg%r |ftrr 1 


af)o , sf)o t[goi*ft)o;f)o tptto iff yq) tfTo 4to-36 ORt qTTT- 
ftw) ^ fW 1 


TTW : 

ftp=rr : g'pmTT/uprcnia 


: Hmf)/«f)WPT 


wn tfo 


CftlR 

&d)«K 




t 



93 

0 

46 

68 


91/1 

0 

12 

48 


91/2 

0 

13 

20 


84/2' 

0 

14 

40 


84/ 1 

0 

05 

28 


2 50/ 1 

0 

17 

76 


249 

0 

26 

16 


248/8 

0 

03 

60 


2 As/ 7 

0 

03 

60 


[tfo 120 16/l7/74-qtT»tI | JgtpTo/2] 

S.O. 2206. — Whereas by a notification of the Govt, of India 
in the Ministry of Petroleum and Chemicals (Department of 
Petroleum) S, O. No, 3418 dated 16-12-74 under sub-section 
(I) of section 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the Right of 
User in the lands specified in the schedule appended to that 
notification for the purpose of laying pipelines. 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under sub- 
section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted report to 
the Government ; 
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And further whereas, the Central Government has 
after considering the said report, decided to acquire the eight 
of user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the Power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of uset m the said 
lands specified in the schedule appended to this notification 
hereby acquired for laying the pipelines ; 

And further, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (4) of that Section, the Central Government directs 
that the right of user In the said lands shall instead of vesting 
in the Central Government vest on this date of publication 
of this declaration in the Oil & Natural Gas Commission free 
from all encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 

For Laying Pipeline From GGS-Cum-Ctf to Well 
No. NK-36 


State - Gujarat District : Mehsana/Ahmedabad 

Taluka : Kadi 
Virangam 


Village 

Survey No. 

Hec- 

tare 

Are. 

Cen- 

tiare 

Chalasan 

. 93 

0 

46 

68 


91/1 

0 

12 

48 


91/2 

0 

13 

20 


84/2 

0 

14 

40 


84/1 

0 

05 

28 

Balsasan 

. 250/1 

0 

17 

76 


249 

0 

26 

16 


248/8 

0 

03 

60 


248/7 

0 

03 

60 


[No. 12016/17 /74-L&L/1I1 


w° w»o 2207 . — wr; <nwnvr (gfb % s w Pt 

% srftPffir ft *r%) xrfsrfimrr, 1962 ( 1002 ft so) lit etttt 
3 iff tjwrrr ( i ) % wffir ww TrrFn: % Q frfwm tflr ttttsft 
> fwwr HjHwr Prvmr) ft° wto tfo 3235 

19-11-74 ITtJ TTTFH % TJW ?T tfrrw 

*r fifMw gf)pr) % ^ptPi ^ trfETFir ft nr^r wwf 
Ft Rosill % Jhifisrq % ftp) qfspr ft% ft trw wff srtfirT 
S' t fw err 1 

*f)T irt: R 9 FT srrftrFrO % wfafmpr «rit eikt 6 qf) 

: 3 T ranT ( 1 ) % WffiT TOT Ft fyqff * rft | 1 

xfr? OT*), TRP iufm TT<FR % 97 f^srrr FT?) % 

iTsiq w ir ft-firfire sjfhqf Sf ^mrPr 

ft trfijFn: trfw Ft?) ft fifrirw fwr $ 1 

wr, wff: xsw xrftrfiroh q?t trnr 6 th ^huhi ( 1 ) jttt 
5Rfr 7rf?F ft spffinrFTR) ifrpjfhr *hfk rprFffnr srtfipr ftst) 
I ft* tR it Tfaw xrggsfr Sr tw sjfmff 

St WffiT FT MU t. 1 i TIFT % WqfiHq %■ Rfi) ^35- 

BTTT wfiw firo sttht $ 1 


sfk, wh ^ 8TTf qft 448KI ( 4 ) 3TO TTWT FT 

SUfir FTT) gtr tr^rfir trfr bTrfirr %rft | fir 3W <gfwff # 
dqqVi FT xrftrFTT dfs, if if (sf^d FTTFT ’HKdlfi 

ifir firmr firo Sr trvfr ttstf) Sr gw F9 if, w 'tPutt % 

ffsii¥H S?t ai{l*a Srt firfiF ^PTr | 


wgr^t 

ytogTfo Tfo ^toifio i) STfiTFT 1 - 1 <TF 9 TB >9 TTHTT f*ST 5 Tlt % fTTT) 


tror ; un fir^T ^ fttttt ttpjft ^ n ia 1 1. 


TThr TPfwr TT° 


gwTf 

ihrfin; 

TTB( 996 

0 

04 

95 

1000 

0 

00 

75 

999 

0 

09 

60 

998 

0 

1 1 

40 

9 8 6/9to 

0 

10 

50 

9 8 6/9to 

0 

08 

60 

985/1 

0 

04 

56 

955/1 

0 

07 

08 

955/2 

0 

00 

10 

955/3 

0 

00 

80 

955/4 

0 

06 

50 

949 

0 

1 1 

25 

888/1 

0 

02 

40 

840/1 

0 

08 

40 

•840/2 

0 

04 

08 

885 

0 

13 

00 

Fit ijF 

0 

00 

60 

884/ 1 

0 

10 

40 

84/2 

0 

00 

35 

883/5 

0 

10 

10 

883/7 

0 

08 

20 

856/6 

0 

02 

00 

856/7 

0 

09 

60 

848/1 

0 

03 

50 

855/2 

0 

04 

00 

855/1 

0 

06 

70 

851/1 

0 

12 

80 

851/4 

0 

06 

60 


[tfo 120l6/l0/74-gq-otf¥i7Tro/4] 


S.O, 2207, — Whereas by a notification of the Govt .of India 
in the Ministry of Petroleum and Chemicals (Department of 
Petroleum) S. O. No, 3235 dated 19-11-74 under fsub-section 
(I) of section 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines (Acuisition of 
Right of User in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the Right of 
User in the lands specified in the schedule appended to that 
notification for the purpose of laying pipelines. 


•And whereas the Competent Authority has under sub 
section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted report to 
the Government ; 
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And further whereas, the Central Government has 
after considering the said report, decided to acquire the right 
of user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the Power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the said 
lands specified in the schedule appended to this notification 
hereby acquired for laying the pipelines ; 

And further in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (4) of that Section, the Central Government directs 
that the right of user in the said lands shal instead of vesting 
in he Central Government vest on this date of the publication 
of this declaration in the Oil & Natural Gas Commission free 
from all encumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 

For laying pipeline from D,S. No. DK to Dbolda-1 
State : Gujarat District : Kaira Tulfca - Malar 


Village 

Survey No. 

Hec- 

tare. 

Are. 

Cen- 

tiarc 

Radhu 

. 996 

0 

04 

95 


1000 

0 

06 

75 


999 

0 

09 

60 


998 

0 

11 

40 


986/P 

0 

10 

50 


986/P 

0 

08 

60 


985/1 

0 

04 

56 


955/1 

0 

07 

08 


955/2 

0 

00 

10 


955/3 

0 

00 

80 


955/4 

0 

06 

50 


949 

0 

11 

25 


888/1 

0 

02 

40 


840/1 

0 

08 

40 


840/2 

0 

04 

08 


885 

0 

13 

00 


Cart track 

0 

00 

60 


884/1 

0 

10 

40 


884/2 

0 

00 

35 


883/5 

0 

10 

10 


883/7 

0 

08 

20 


856/6 

0 

02 

00 


856/7 

0 

09 

60 


848/1 

0 

03 

50 


855/2 

0 

04 

00 


855/1 

0 

06 

70 


851/1 

0 

12 

80 


851/4 

0 

06 

60 


(No. 12016/10/74-L&L/IV] 

wto 2208. — TO: l^tfaTO, TOTO TOTO (ijfa 
% tfTOhr % wfaror to xrfa) vfafaror, 1002 (1002 to 

50 ) "ft HTTT 3 dfiNKI (l) % Vtffa TTTTO THAU % 

^rfaro xfh wto iraro (fr ftfaw [toft) ^ vfst^w 
toovt° tfo 3419 10-12-74 ittt trtw r i) to 

wfa^TOT if tow *r fafafw ijfmff wfFT ^ 

wfaror ^ Tnu trrroi ’Ft fawr % snftTO fat wFro tot) 

Wit VTUT WTTO fafTO TO (w TO I 

xftr to : m mfarof) % tjror wfafaw tjro 6 nY 

TOOT7T ( 1 ) % Vtffa TOTOT ft fafti Y £ I 

vYt xnt, to: wt if wr fafri to fronr tott 

tr tto; to vRi^to ?t faw TOj+i’ft Jr fafafw ’jfroff Jr 

TOtfar TO VftTTOT wffaro TOt TO fafitB TO faTO $ I 


JULY 12; 1975/ASADHA 21, 1897 

TO, TO: 3TO VfafaTO TOTT S TOETPCT ( 1 ) ITT! 

totv vfa; to toPt to& ip tfaftq totol pTOpnrr fafroTOfft^ 
fa to xrfa^TOT ft ftsw TOj^ft Jr fafftfw tjfroft Jr 
j'ttP r to xrfaTOT: 7 ttototo froift % toOto % fat tp^urr 
vfaTf fam TOdl ^ I 

vYr, mt to trrrr ift toski ( 4) 5TOr tot yif&fa w 
tow TOft grr trjjfarTOTOT ftfatr’fcft $ fa sro xjfwff Jr profai 
to vfftror ftnfN totox ft ft%r gift ft to far tftr srrpfar 
fttt vitro if, wit fafaf ft to ft, to ftfiror % htoiw 
ftr to mxHr if fa%T frro 1 

5?rt to 36 Jr tfo ito tpr; ft tnt° % 53 wr 01110 

frofa ft fat 

WO : ’prw fasri : V^WR TO1JTO : fttWTR 

nfa uftwr farm tort: ^vrrf 

TOTOTTO 250 0 03 12 

246/4 0 04 eo 

246/ 1 0 04 44 

244 0 06 60 

[to 1201 6/l 2/7 4-TOTo tfatTOo] 


S.O. 2208.-— Whereas by a notification of the Govt, of India 
in the Ministry of Petroleum and Chemicals (Department of 
Petroleum) S. O. No. 3419 dated 16-12-74 under sub-section 
(1) of section 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines (Acuisitlon of 
Right of User in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the Right of 
User in the lands specified in the schedule appended to that 
notification for the puropes of laying pipelines. 

And whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub- 
section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted report to 
the Government ; 

And further whereas, the Central Government has 
after considering the said report, decided to acquire the right 
of user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the Power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the said 
lands specified in the schedule appended to this notification 
hereby acquired for laying the pipelines ; 

And further in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (4) of that Section, the Central Government directs 
that the right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting 
in the Central Government vest on this date of th epublication 
of this declaration in the Oil & Natural Gas Commission free 
from all encumbrances. 


schedule 

For Laying pipeline from well No36 to CTF to NK-53 
State : Gujarat District - Ahmedabad Taluka - Viramgam 


Village 


Survey No. 

Hec- 

tare 

Are. 

Cen- 

tiare 

Balanasan 


. 250 

0 

03 

12 



246/4 

0 

04 

80 



246/1 

0 

04 

44 



244 

0 

06 

60 


[No. 12016/12/74-L&L] 
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wf fifWrt, 1, <JWT| 1 #75 

wojjos-^jrfwww qi^PTiTT (^fw t wVr % wtrorc fT tnbr) 

vfirfirq-TT 1962 ( 1 962 TT 50 ) Hr WWPftf WTOT WTOTt; H { l ft l WW 
«fk rum iftrm ittt wrft wfe^rrr ttowt* W. ms Wwt 
12017 / 7 / 7-4 -trWetJTO IT?To fiRtr 3 1975 Hr WTOT 

$ wttw WT frrt Hr tmi WTw(ii)w*» 3(ii) flrTtv 22 - 2-75 

$ jnrrftrw fiTsprr irwwetf fwwr gf WTnnr . ^nrw tw Hr fww : 


ttw : W^Ttrr I BUfftT : TTOTlI ftrwr : «npTTWW ^ 4 TW : THW 


Hr wnr 

TT 

9f. 


Runtrsht 


ROT TflRT 

£w 

19 10/1 

0-50-00 

18l0/l 

0-0 5-00 

2. RhTrefTOjt: 

ni^^F : tf^TTTt^ 

fhrwr ; Wf W4TWI4 

TpTtTW : TT»W 

4W W» 

MW 

41W Re 

»hr 

279 

0-11-13 

279 

0-13-29 

280/2 

0-0 1-0 1 

280/2 

0-0 5-11 

1910 

0-0 4-30 

1910 

0-0 3-68 

3- WtW: TOTtW 4WtT4T4 TtrtJ4!T: 4W4t0f fiTWT: VfOTUR tfJtTTW: Timf 

409 

0-10-64 

409 

0-00-64 


[We 1 20 1 7 / 7 / 74 -tyW® t(W tpTe/l] 


erratum 

New Delhi, the 1st July, 1973. 

S O 2209— .In the schedule appended to the notification of the 
Government of India, Ministry of Petroleum & Chemicals S.O. 
No. 545 NO.12017/7/74-L&L dated 3rd February, 1975, issued 
under Sub-Section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of user in Land) Act, 1962 (30 Of 1962) 
published at pages 693-695 dated 22-2-75 of the Garotte of 
Lidia part II Section (311 for Taluka Dascroi, District Ahmeda- 
bad, Gujarat State. 

Village : Bareja Taluka : Dlscroi Dlst- Ahmedabad 

Gujarat State 


For 


Road 


S.No. 

1810/1 


Area. 

0-50-00 


S.No. 

1810/1 


Area. 

0-05-00 


2 Village Jetalpur Taluka Daskroi Dist. Ahmedabad Gujarat 

State 

779 0-11-13 279 0-13-28 

280/2 0-01-01 280/2 0-05-12 

1910 0-04-30 1910 0-03-68 

3 Village Bakrol Badrabad Taluka Daskroi Dist. Ahmedabad. 

409 0-10-64 409 0-00-64 

[No 12017/7/74-L&L/I 

•if ftwfr, 2 tj mi, 1975 


mo 2210 . — wwr 4 frfWww, mwrnpf (ijfw % 

TPEffii % wfawnr m wWw) wfHfwrrw, 1002 (1002 m so 

4ft «rm 3 4ft wm (1) Hr wtftw wttw wrort % 

q"tT tuTWW WWTWW (^rjtfcPTW fWWTW) ah’ Wfa^WWT WTo WTe 

Wo S 45 wrftw 22 75 ^ttt Hwfrw wwtt H ww wfw- 

^ptt Jr Www w^Wt faPtiw tjfMfl % toWn Hr wfawtr 
4 ft wrvt wttWt i 0 fwwt % wwtww % fwt wfww wrH m wwwt 
wtww WtfWw wt fort wt i 


ww; tot HTFffrrrG- Hr wiw wfwfWww Wt am 6 Wt 
mrprr ( 1 ) * tnfcr trmr vt fWfc? 

tffr wn?, ww: ^jfTtr wwn: % tow fkwti qr fawn: wnW Hr 
'Ntrj fw wfa^wwr it Wwro tprg^t Hr fafaftew »jfWiff W town 
4tT wfTOrr wfaw wrW wr fafa r rww ftnrr % 1 

*W. WTT: TOT trfhfaww 4?t tTTTT 0 4ft TOSlrCT ( 1 ) 

jttot wrf4Rr m snftw fnit jr ^rvjfnr wtor wtr; ^wtxt Wtfaw 
vrrft ft fw ww trfWgwwr it W<m w^Wt Jr fafafw tot tjfwwf 

$ TOWfa WT WfaWTT 7TTT RTTf firaPt 4r SfiftaRT ftTR 
^4TTT wfem fTm StrRt ft; I 

«Vr, wnf w tiro ^ RRtnrr ( 4 ) ^srm snwt Rfwiff 40 
tpfPr Rtr^r %nfhr (nanr Wt ft ftr rwt ^frrrff ir Rtpfpr 
4 rr vftrou ^Nhr tttor ir fnffttr ftlit Hr 4 RTO srrofhr thr 
fjpiR fRo ir (NV rhnff ir R 7 ir, tpr Vpirt He unypr 
vt m m-ftw 4 fr fjrfftn ^rnr 1 


mrifrr : twOft fwm : Wjpmnmt ^ermt : twr 


ttv 


nfR TrifsmRo/«n4T tpr/ r/ rWW 


2 

3 

4 

8 

1762 

0 

02 

58 

1763 

0 

18 

00 

1764 

0 

01 

01 

1765 

0 

13 

15 

1767 

0 

10 

50 

1768 

0 

02 

58 

1782/1 

0 

06 

35 

1782/2 

0 

01 

00 

1781 

0 

04 

80 

1785 

0 

14 

68 

1786 

0 

12 

63 

1812 

0 

06 

32 

1811 

0 

09 

00 

isio/i 

0 

05 

00 

1810/2 

0 

06 

00 

1809 

0 

06 

25 

1807/2 

0 

06 

" 07 

1806 

0 

04 

55 

186l/l 

0 

18 

21 

1862 

0 

19 

24 

1868 

0 

03 

55 

2070 

0 

02 

03 

207l/l 

0 

06 

00 
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i 






(^rPTTT) 


2 

3 

4 

8 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

2071/4 _ 

0 

03 

00 

1430/2 

0 

09 

72 

207 1/ S ’ 

0 

01 ' 

00 

143 s/'fr 

0 

04 

69 

2072/1 

0 

00 

73 

1435ft 

0 

06 

72 

2072/2 

0 1 

07 

’ * >0 ' 

1414/1 

0 

11 

52 

2073/1 

0 

OS ' 

”14 

1414/2 

0 

05 

80 

2073/2 

0 ' 

'os’ 

’ , 00 

1413/2 

0 

00 

20 

2073/3 

°] 

’ 00 

50 

1852 

0 

00 

48 

2080 

0 

14 

' 40 

1853/2 

0 

02 

72 

2079/1 

0 

06 

1 33 

140s/l 

0 

04 

00 

2084 

0 

16 

00 

1406 

0 

10 

40 

2085/1 

0 

01 

00 

1407ft 

0 

10 

30 

2085/2 

0 

18 

00 

1408 

0 

10 

24 

2086 

0 

10 

00 

1409 

0 

00 

16 

2087 

0 

03 

50 

1393 

0 

14 

00 

2151 

0 

10 

50 

1389 

0 

11 

00 

2152 

0 

09 

75 

1 388 

0 

07 

34 

2153 

0 

22 

00 

1367 

0 

00 

80 

2 1 86/ 1 

0 

02 

25 

208 



44 

3177/2 

0 

03 

00 ** 

0 

25 

2177/3 

0 

03 

60 

207 

0 

02 

93 

2178/l 

2170/1 

2179/2 

1270/3 

218l/l 

218l/2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

07 

02 

03 

08 

03 

04 

33 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

204 

203 

199 

174 

202 

200 

201 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

12 

00 

08 

00 

07 

00 

12 

00 

48 

80 

80 

04 

12 

00 

282/1 

0 

03 

29 

195 

0 

08 

80 

282/2 

0 

10 

00 

168 

0 

02 

24 

279 

0 

13 

28 

163 

0 

07 

04 

280/2 

0 

05 

12 

162 

0 

04 

98 

1910 

0 

03 

68 

181 

0 

10 

00 

1509 

0 

21 

23 

175 

0 

03 

60 

1670 

0 

13 

15 

158 

0 

01 

92 

1582 

0 

09 

11 

157 

0 

16 

98 

1581 

0 

09 

1 1 

44 

0 

01 

12 

1580 

0 

01 

31 

46 

0 

08 

80 

1386/2 

0 

00 

23 

47 

0 

00 

88 

1587 

0 

08 

00 

74 

0 

11 

04 

1593/2 

0 

09 

11 

110 

0 

08 

64 

1390 

0 

05 

00 





1591/3 

0 

00 

07 

. . 007 

0 

1 1 

20 

1359 

0 

03 

04 

668 

0 

58 

68 

1558/1 

0 

02 

24 

669 

0 

57 

42 

1558/2 

0 

06 

10 

657 

0 

22 

32 

1557 

0 

00 

00 

661 

0 

01 

20 

1601 /'ft 

0 

03 

33 

670 

0 

03 

S 3 

160l/*ft 

0 

OS 

92 

677 

0 

10 

00 

1 600/ 1 

0 

01 

80 

673 

0 

23 

21 

1602/1 

0 

09 

92 

689 

0 

19 

Si 

1002/2 

0 

05 

92 

690 

0 

19 

17 

1 628 'ft 

0 

14 

86 

49 

0 

07 

04 

1 627 "ft 

0 

04 

96 

44 

0 

34 

00 

1 6 3 1/ 1 

0 

04 

00 

43 

0 

24 

96 

1631/3 

0 

13 

92 

41 

0 

01 

60 

1683 

0 

00 

80 

38 

0 

10 

36 

1633 

0 

01 

28 

40 

0 

08 

00 

1641/2 

0 

08 

00 

81 

0 

10 

56 

1034ft 

0 

05 

92 

80 

0 

04 

00 

1 640 'ft 

0 

03 

38 

79 

0 

02 

56 

1630 

0 

02 

72 

78 

0 

0 5 

92 

1638/4 

1637/2 

0 

0 

04 

08 

98 

90 

82 

83 

84 

0 

0 

0 

01 

05 

08 

60 

20 

32 

1 649 

0 

1 4 

80 

85 

98 


1650/1 

0 

11 

13 

0 

0 

00 

00 

80 

08 

1430 

6 

04 

98 

97 

0 

07 

66 

1 447 ’ft 

0 

10 

88 

66 

0 

02 

50 
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223 

209 

210 
206 

204 

203 

416 

415 

409 

410 

411 
325 
426 
327 
330 

332 

333 
339 
288 
272 

205 

204 
203 
201 
177 
198 
193 
182 

141 

142 


2 

3 

4 

5 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

05 

0 

07 

04 


143 

0 

08 

32 

91 

0 

00 

16 











144 

0 

30 

88 

94 

0 

09 

12 


/ 




93 

0 

01 

44 


68 

0 

40 

56 

114 

0 

11 

00 


65 

0 

08 

16 

116 

0 

07 

52 


. 54 

0 

04 

80 

143 

0 

27 

36 


55 

0 

15 

84 

156 

0 

15 

20 






155 

- 0 

08 

96 


195 

0 

78 

84 

161 

0 

21 

12 


187/1 

1 

04 

OO 

162 

0 

00 

64 






163 

0 

15 

20 


. 167 

0 

10 

00 

160 

0 

00 

40 


129*1 137 'j 




181 

0 

16 

32 


xflT 

>• 0 

40 

64 

180 

0 

15 

18 


139*1 145 

i 



183 

0 

07 

68 






184 

0 

09 

60 


148, 149qft "1 

^ 0 

60 

00 






158*T 163 J 




158 

■ 0 

54 

40 


133 

0 

28 

32 

162 

0 

25 

60 











154 

0 

1 8 

0 8 

156 

0 

04 

64 






163 

0 

08 

48 






179 

0 

24 

32 


[tfo 12017 / 7 / 7‘Hprrprs'qtT/ 2 ] 

184 

0 

27 

36 


^3 

0 TOSTfRPT, tmqfxfTI 

183 

0 

13 

60 






195 

0 

06 

72 






222 

0 

10 

48 


New Delhi, the 2nd July, 1975 




0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
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0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


13 
11 
01 
22 
12 
02 

20 

07 
00 

24 
17 
19 
32 
23 
09 
51 

08 
04 
40 
11 
11 

09 

14 

10 
07 

25 

26 
10 
1 1 
11 


44 

36 

98 

72 

48 

08 

36 
84 
64 
16 
28 
36 
96 
30 
1 2 
84 
I 6 
10 
16 
20 
68 
44 
40 


S.O. 2210. — Whereas by a notification of the Govt, of India 
in the Ministry of Petroleum and Chemicals (Department of 
Petroleum) S. O. No. 545 dated 22-2-75 under sub-section 
(I) of section 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of user in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the Right of 
User in the lands specified in the schedule appended to that 
notification for the purpose of laying pipelines. 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under sub- 
section (1) of section 6 or the said Act, submitted report to 
the Government ; 

And further whereas the Central Government has 
after considering the said report, decided to acquire the right 
of user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification ; 

Now therefore in exercise of the Power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the said 
lands specified in the schedule appended to this notification 
hereby acquired for laying the pipelines ; 

And further in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (4) of that Section, the Central Government directs 
that the right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting 
in the Central Government vest on the date of the publication 
of this declaration in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited 
free from all encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


40 

Taluka : Daskroi 

District - Ahmedabad 

Gtyarat 

State 

38 

Village 

Survey No. 

Extent 



Block No. 

H, 

A, 

Sa.M 

12 






40 

Bareja 

1762 

0 

02 

53 



1763 

0 

18 

0) 

64 


1764 

0 

01 

01 

o o 


1765 

0 

13 

J5 

2 yj 


1767 

0 

10 

50 

04 


1768 

0 

02 

58 
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1 


Bareja 


Jttalpur 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : 


2 

3 

4 


1782/1 

0 

05 

35 

1782/2 

0 

01 

00 

1781 

0 

04 

80 

1785 

0 

14 

68 

1786 

0 

12 

63 

1812 

0 

06 

32 

1811 

0 

09 

00 

1810/1 

0 

05 

00 

1810/2 

0 

06 

00 

1809 

0 

06 

25 

1807/2 

0 

06 

07 

1806 

0 

04 

55 

1861/1 

0 

18 

21 

1862 

0 

19 

24 

1868 

0 

03 

55 

2070 

0 

02 

03 

2071/1 

0 

08 

00 

2071/4 

0 

03 

00 

2071/5 

0 

01 

00 

2072/1 

0 

00 

75 

2072/2 

0 

07 

00 

2073/1 

0 

06 

14 

2073/1 

0 

06 

00 

2073/3 

0 

00 

50 

2080 

0 

14 

40 

2079/1 

0 

06 

25 

2084 

0 

16 

00 

2085/1 

0 

01 

00 

2085/2 

0 

18 

00 

2086 

0 

16 

00 

2087 

0 

03 

50 

2151 

0 

10 

50 

2152 

0 

09 

75 

2153 

0 

22 

00 

2186/1 

0 

02 

25 

2177/2 

0 

03 

00 

2177/3 

0 

05 

80 

2178/1 

0 

07 

33 

2179/1 

0 

02 

00 

2179/2 

0 

05 

00 

2179/3 

0 

08 

00 

2181/1 

0 

03 

00 

2181/2 

0 

04 

00 

282/1 

0 

03 

29 

282/2 

0 

10 

00 

279 

0 

13 

28 

280/2 

0 

05 

12 

1910 

0 

03 

68 

1569 

0 

21 

25 

1570 

0 

13 

15 

1582 

0 

09 

11 

1581 

0 

09 

11 

1580 

0 

01 

51 

1586/2 

0 

00 

25 

1587 

0 

08 

00 

1593/2 

0 

09 

11 

1590 

0 

05 

06 

1591/3 

0 

06 

07 

1559 

0 

03 

04 

1558/1 

0 

02 

24 

1558/2 

0 

06 

10 

1557 

0 

06 

00 

1601 P 

0 

03 

52 

1601 P 

0 

05 

92 

1600/1 

0 

01 

60 

1602/1 

0 

09 

92 

1602/2 

0 

10 

92 

1626 P 

0 

14 

86 

1627 P 

0 

14 

96 

1631/1 

0 

04 


1631/3 

0 

13 

52 

1682 

0 

00 

80 

1633 

0 

01 

28 

1641/2 

0 

08 

00 

1634 P 

0 

05 

92 

1640 P 

0 

03 

36 

1636 

0 

02 

72 

1638/4 

0 

04 

96 

1637/2 

0 

08 

96 

1649 

0 

14 

86 

1650/1 

0 

11 

13 


JULY 12, 


] 


Jetal Puur 


Naj 


Ode 


I975/ASADHA 21, 1897 


2 


3 4 

5 

1450 

0 

04 

96 

1447 P 

0 

10 

86 

1436/2 

0 

09 

72 

1435 P 

0 

04 

69 

1435 P 

0 

06 

72 

1414/1 

0 

11 

52 

1414/2 

0 

05 

80 

1413/2 

0 

00 

20 

1852 

0 

00 

48 

1853/2 

0 

02 

72 

1405/1 

0 

04 

00 

1406 

0 

10 

40 

1407 P 

0 

10 

30 

1408 

0 

10 

24 

1409 

0 

00 

16 

1393 

0 

14 

00 

1369 

0 

11 

00 

1368 

0 

07 

34 

1367 

0 

00 

80 

. 208 

0 

25 

44 

207 

0 

02 

92 

204 

0 

12 

00 

203 

0 

00 

48 

199 

0 

08 

80 

174 

0 

00 

80 

202 

0 

07 

80 

200 

0 

00 

04 

201 

0 

12 

00 

195 

0 

08 

80 

168 

0 

02 

24 

163 

0 

07 

04 

162 

0 

04 

96 

161 

0 

10 

00 

175 

0 

05 

60 

158 

0 

01 

92 

157 

0 

16 

96 

44 

0 

01 

12 

46 

0 

08 

80 

47 

0 

06 

88 

74 

0 

11 

04 

110 

0 

08 

64 


667 

0 

11 

20 

668 

0 

58 

68 

669 

0 

57 

42 

657 

0 

22 

32 

681 

0 

61 

20 

676 

0 

03 

52 

677 

0 

16 

00 

673 

0 

23 

21 

689 

0 

19 

52 

690 

0 

19 

17 

49 

0 

07 

04 

44 

0 

34 

00 

43 

0 

24 

96 

41 

0 

01 

60 

38 

0 

10 

56 

40 

0 

08 

00 

81 

0 

10 

56 

80 

0 

04 

00 

79 

0 

02 

56 

78 

0 

05 

92 

82 

0 

01 

60 

83 

0 

05 

20 

84 

0 

08 

32 

85 

0 

00 

80 

98 

0 

00 

08 

97 

0 

07 

84 

86 

0 

02 

56 

95 

0 

07 

04 

91 

0 

00 

16 

94 

0 

09 

12 

93 

0 

01 

44 

114 

0 

11 

00 

116 

0 

07 

52 

143 

0 

27 

36 

156 

0 

15 

20 

155 

0 

08 

19 

161 

0 

21 

12 


45 aX/73 — 12 
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2 

3 

4 

Ode 

162 

0 

00 

64 

163 

0 

15 

20 


160 

0 

00 

40 


181 

0 

16 

32 


180 

0 

15 

18 


183 

0 

07 

68 


184 

0 

09 

60 

Kamod 

. 158 

0 

54 

40 


162 

0 

25 

60 


156 

0 

04 

64 


163 

0 

08 

48 


179 

0 

24 

32 


184 

0 

27 

36 


183 

0 

13 

60 


195 

0 

06 

72 


222 

0 

16 

48 


223 

0 

13 

44 


209 

0 

11 

36 


210 

0 

01 

98 


206 

0 

22 

72 


204 

0 

12 

48 


203 

0 

02 

08 

Bakol-Badrabad 

. 416 

0 

20 

36 


415 

0 

07 

84 


409 

0 

00 

64 


410 

0 

24 

16 


411 

0 

17 

28 


325 

0 

19 

36 


326 

0 

32 

96 


327 

0 

23 

36 


330 

0 

09 

12 


332 

0 

51 

84 


333 

0 

08 

16 


339 

0 

04 

16 


288 

0 

40 

16 


272 

0 

11 

20 


205 

0 

11 

68 


204 

0 

09 

44 


203 

0 

14 

40 


201 

0 

10 

40 


177 

0 

07 

36 


198 

0 

25 

12 


193 

0 

26 

40 


182 

0 

16 

64 


141 

0 

11 

20 


142 

0 

11 

04 


143 

0 

08 

32 


144 

0 

30 

88 


68 

0 

46 

56 


65 

0 

08 

16 


54 

0 

04 

80 


55 

0 

15 

84 

Vai salpur 

. 195 

0 

78 

84 


187/1 

1 

04 

00 

Vaszar 

. 167 

0 

10 

00 

Fatewadi 

129 to 137 and 
139 to 145 

0 

40 

64 


148, 149 and 
158 to 163 

0 

60 

00 


153 

0 

28 

32 


154 

0 

18 

08 


[No. 1 2017/7 /74-L&L' III 
T. P. SUBRAHMANYAN, Under Secy. 

ftFrfr, 24 ^T, 1 97S 

TTo WTr 2211. — W fUPW *T 

^tfWt HIT (<jf4 if T-FtPr % wFfJ^fTTJjf W srsfa) srftf- 
ffPFT, 1962 3 ?f tOTT 6 ft ^TUTTT ( l) $ STlfFT ST fr l ft l ff VTT 77 T 


(RW 5?f wRj^spTT am ’piTPT TUR if %RPTT k W ^ 
to ^fto gf|-o rro rrrt Jr fit, rtto tt '^rfJrarr 
TfcrgT %■ fJrR tr *Fru Jr foftfW Fffifit ^ T'RfPr 
srftmr wf%r VK Fptt 1 1 

sfk urr fur sflr suffer fftr srrfiH 4 8-11-74, 5-11-74, 
24-10-74, -j^r srfafJm /tft trur 7 qfr ^ruTTr ( 1) ^ 

( 1) if 19-11-74 rr«rr 29-10-74 ftftrt 4ft rnfaffiT tt 
frrr 1 1 

sw tja: HisHMit-i ('jffi if d i r hi ■* 1 % Trftmrr , rr 

SRT) ffiq-ffRfit 1965 % faTR 4 % ^oft-T F«F snftmff UTT 
m /)<a *rt -r.M <„ fi Ga I qfiqtlM T 4UT if tHTTTO Sjftj- 

“t 1 5n i ! 

WT^ff 

iffolfTotrRo a 1*1 *A ir fit°<ft°tT7. o r. AlO OTi 9 1 V I - 1 i 44 ft 

fifw 40 TtfaWf 


fiSTWR 40 OPT 

RtA 

'to 

vrUR T PT 
TO* 
iwvrc 4ft 

a llama 5ft 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

■ffifEm tfir 


2804 

14-10-72 

8-1 1-74 

THTtFJj 

(FtTFTT 

II 

71 

5-11-74 


T7HHI4U 

»> 

Jl 

24-10-74 


frfffft 

n 

M 

24-10-74 


*T4TmjT 

u 

11 

24-10-74 


iRfftfftPT 

n 

11 

19-11-74 



jj 

11 

29-10-74 



1802 


20-10-74 


«fr*r 

2804 

14-10-72 

29-10-74 

‘i * 



[fio 120 16/4/75-^0 r{T tiTT] 

?i° <ffo tmrrfi, ^rerr mfimfr 


New Delhi, the 24th June, 1975 

S.O. 2211, — Whereas by the notification of Gevernmont 
of India as shown in the schedule appended hereto and issued 
under sub-section ( 1 ) of section 6 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 the Right 
of User has been acquired in the lands specified in the sche- 
dule appended thereto for the transport of petroleum from 
G.G.S. Sanand to C.T.F. Kalol in Mehsana oil field in 
Cujarat State. 

2. And whereas the Oil & Natural Gas Commission has 
terminated the operations referred to in clause (i) of sub- 
section (1) of section 7 of the said Act on 8-11-1974, 
5-11-1974 and 24-10-1974, 19-11-1974 and 29-10-1974. 

3. Now therefore under Rule 4 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Rules, 1963 the 
Competent Authority hereby notifies the said date as the date 
of termination of operation referred to above. 
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SCHEDULE 

Torminatioft of Operation of Pipeline Fiona G.G.S. Sanad to 
C.T.F. Kalol. 


Name of Ministry 

Village 

S.O.No. 

Date of 
publica- 
tion in 
the Ga- 
zette of 
India. 

Date of 
termina- 
tion. 

Petroleum & Che- 

Saij 

2804 

14-10-72 

8-11,-74 

mlcals 

Palsana 



5-11-74 


Usmanabad 



24-10-74 


Scrlsa 



24-10-74 


Sabaspur 
Moti Bho- 

M 

” 

24-10-74 


yan 


» J 

19-1.1-74 


Karoli 


20-7-74 

29-10-74 


Hajipur 

1802 

29-10 74 


Thol 

2804 

14-10-72 

29-10-74 


[No. 12016/4/75-I&L] 
K. V. DESHPANDE, Competent Authority 


3rtrf 

(f%rwpT few) 

Hi ftJFsft’, 12 Hi, 1975 


wr° 2212 . — nmrcr nt€Y Pm, wfafim 1948 

( 1 948 qrr 14) "tf/OTri 48 TTUTTT (l) IKHTTO Tfrf^RTOt 

w sraPr «rrit «rror urw % wh ferpr 

TOW iff TTo WTo 2163, cTrffa- 2 2 ^t, 1967 

iTTr q? q^twf <rir qfaqw qrrif ft, %^irpr mew 

qrqrirt: wt Pm qP erqtvr fcfr | fa tfWtff qqrr fa«m «fti 
tm ff^TT mr few qfa up faspr nm % faff qqpft w\ hpj- 
Tq Mnrri nft q^sfr P io trftrvpr wh gPfr nfl to tm 
Tt; fwr fft tmtKii ■j'T'fffaOTfi q?r feijq mw iff fatf) fflt-en i 
mt qvs qftrfeqq tirtr 20 % qtfrq faqr qff MTff vl * q^ 
fa q? femr ufq wfa faqjr tor afar qff wrj ffarf faqj wq 
tRPfWq w¥ qff rrnj; q^t ^Pff 1 

[pc 1 7( 1 3)/70 J frc fc] 

TTPwt qrq, tirt qfaq 


MINISTRY OF ENERGY 
(Department of Power) 

New Delhi, the 12th May, 1975 

S.O. 2212, — In exercise of the jowers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 48 of the Damodar Valley Corporation 
Act, 1948 (14 of 1948), and in supersession of the instruc- 
tions issued vide notification of the Government of India in 
the late Ministry of Irrigation & Power No. S.O. 2163, dated 
the 22nd Tune. 1967, the Central Government hereby instructs 
the Damodar Valley Corporation that the schedule of charitcs 
for the supply of electricity to the West Bengal State Elec 
tricity Board and the Bihar State Electricity Board shall be 
10 per cent below the schedule of charges which may be fixed 


under section 20 of the said Act from time to time at any 
voltage of supply of electricity to the Corporation's general 
consumers and that this differential will apply to both demand 
and energy charges but not to the fuel adjustment clause, 

[No. 17(13) /70-P.E.1 
RAMESHWAR NATH, Under Secy. 


q’fegH erfa qfanfT nxrm 
(qfaqfq to) 

Hf fkmt 26 tp 19 75 

ftTo sflo 2213. — 7 qTJR, 1974 % WT 

w fftefq qfa qfrir^q haiMq (qfmq tut) qff wfa^rrr 
rfo my 2734 fftqtftq 19 - 10-1974 if •qror ffr trror 

PPT 2 WW 3 Wt (ii) % 'JSS 28 70 MX WT qTfr STRjPfPT, 
1939 ( 1939 "FT 4) tft rjTTT 133 Mp q'TW (l) 3TFT 
’ritfaffar Hter, irrft (^tffq tow afrirT) fqqq 1946 ir iffa 
tfalttq ^ *4 qfr farr qfaqq Mtttff feqq MV I fwi n farr ff 
faffir frrfta if, ^ qqq fimf qfa ttto vf qfqqt qff- 
PTtnrw qft qq-spstj qff q$ dr, 45 faqf i tRrr rnft sqfT?pff 
i! wrar trq uril qt «f, ftrqqq m[jTTr spnfqq fmr rfqrsq 
qT 1 

s/h: qq: Trtrpr qft sfqqt 23 *wjrri 1974 ni- 

qpjtpq qfr qqputr qff qf »ft, 

tfk qq: t3q?r snwr fqqqf it vlf qnffq mrrr tppr qro 

^ FI f- 

wt: qq, plrr qpfr qftrfwr 1939 (1939 qtT4) "fr tnrr 
*jkt 111 s am mw vrftmff qrr MqPr qnt f<7 ^hfit 
tpra(iXTtT Pter qrfr (tptq mstot: qttrr) fqw, 1946 *r fCh: 
Ffvrlffq ’hth V frttr fqrq%fiirr fdqu qqrdt — 

1 tt fqqjff w wr iftST qr»t (tj?ftq qwqrrr jftqr) 
mitttFT PTOT, 197 5 | I 

2 . Birr qrfr (fjtftq tow: 4tqT) fqqq, 1946 % ftw 
1 — 1( 4 rqpr MT fqrqfqfqpr Piqq TtffT qidni, VPiq. - 
" i-b[-fTOTT7:. — wvr fwrr qn^r mt | ” 

[uto qo 41-H f forro5fto( l)/74] 

ttq 0 tr 0 it o srrtrqqq, qqr 

MINISTRY OF SHIPPING AND TRANSPORT 
(Transport Wing) 

New Delhi, the 26th lune, 1975 

S.O. 2213. — Whereas certain draft rules further to amend 
the Motor Vehicles (Third Party Insurance) Rules, 1946, were 
published as required by sub-section (I) of Section 133 of the 
Motor Vehicles Act, 1939 (4 of 1939) at page 2970 of the 
Gazette of India, Part II, Section 3, Sub-Section (ii), dated 
the I9th October, 1974, under the notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the Ministry of Shipping and Transport 
(Transport Wing) No. S.O. 2734 dated the 7th October, 1974, 
inviting obections and suggestions from ail persons likely to 
be affected thereby till the expiry of forty-five days from the 
date on which the Gazette copies containing the said rules were 
made available to the general public; 

And whereas tlie said Gazette copies were made available 
to the public on the 23rd October, 1974; 

And whereas no objections or suggestions have been received 
on the said draft rules; 
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Now, therefore, iii exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 111 of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1939 (4 of 1939), the 
Central Government hereby makes the following rules, further 
to amend the Motor Vehicles (Third Party Insurance) Rules, 
1946, namely 

1, These rules may be called the Motor Vehicles (Third 

Party Insurance (Amendment) Rules, 1975. 

2. For Rule 1-A of the Motor Vehicles (Third Party 

Insurance) Rules, 1946, the following rule shall be 
substituted, namely : — 


“1-A. Extent. — These rules extend to the whole of 
India". 


[F. No. 41-TAG(l>/74] 
N. A. A. NARAYANAN, Under Secy. 


rrf fd“df, 2 7 1 9 7 s 


WNWTo 2214. — TT^nj dHffr dfr fr'ffl, 1960 d fiPET 4 
d anPrax ( 2 ) % ifirr sjm dfr etfufipnT 19 58 ( 195 s 
W 44 ) df URC 4 KTTT STIT SrftdTt TT STOTT Jd ifrlffr 
rn?PR ir^s T Tr Mf do dfr dd?rr df df iro dfo rtft^f % wet 
it dffrrfn gfrrpT xtr; ?frnT % srfrfrftr d vr if rprBr mTr df df o 
<rto dfr^R df df frffur dfo find) % wtpt tt xRq frdf % 
jrfrfrfd d d rr?F! fr*rw *PTeft $ xfrt xnxr *rrw_ dfrjpt 
xff? qftqtrr 9 (tKii'o <tw) df rrfvrpror 4“ wio xtro 
895 fcrfr 13 urd, 1975 d fcr&xttm wftpt qRtff |,xrqfr;:- 


grw srfEr^m ^f npir # 0 i6 d ftmd df ttfVte d eth 
<r “df d® <ff o wf t iff sfdfe tdf '*u4 1 


TT?T XTfa^W *i W tio 22 ^ WEtd df STfrfe d ?<TFr 9T 

"df dfo df° 'fr^TR 11 df trfrffr qsff i 

[do 37 trno dfo ( 1 0 ) / 7 3] 
ifo fo Tm^mfr, sret wfrpx 


New Delhi, the 27th June, 1975 


S.O. 2214. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 
4 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1958 (44 of 1958), read with 
sub-rule (2) of Rule 4 of the National Shipping Board Rules, 
I960, the Central Government hereby appoints S/Shri K, P. 
Kclah, as a Member representing the Maritime Union of India 
in place of Shri J. D. Randeri and B. P. Poddar, as Member 
representing Other Interests in place of Shri Harish 
C. Mahindra and makes the following amendments in the 
Notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Shipping and Transport (Transport Wing), No. S.O. 895, 
dated the 13th March, 1974, namely : — 


In the said Notification for the entry against Serial No. 16 
the entry “Shri K. P. KolatT shall be substituted. 

In the said Notification for the entry at Serial No. 22 the 
entry “Shri B. P. Podder” shall be substituted. 

[No. 37-MD(10)/73] 
M. K. RAMASWAMY, Under Secy. 


12, 1975/ASADHA 21, 1897 [Part II— 

jfd dfr fipjnf iftfEW 

(wrer frvmr) 

fodt, 25 3JT 197 5 

WTo WTo 2215 — w frvtET % ffrET 11 XUPpP, 1972 
d XFldvr do 5 2(2l)/ 68/xTRo fo-I if d df tpTo fto vrdr, 
rst frftorcr d and if jr do 567 df fdrw fon Ttpi 1 

[do 52 / 4 / 74 -flTo fro 3(«rsr-i)] 
do xtr® d^r, we rrfd*r 

MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE & IRRIGATION 

(Department of Food) 

New Delhi, the 25th June, 1975 

S.O. 2215.— In this Department Order No. 52/21 /68-RE.I 
dated the 11th October, 1972, item No. 567 in respect of 
Shri S. D. Sharma, Quality Inspector is hereby deleted. 

[No. 52/4/74-FC-III-Vol. I] 
J. R. JAIN, Under Secy. 


xffr ffdnr frdfsrr b^rn'Er 
(wrwfrRPT) 

WfrvT 

frtdf, 1 197 5 

vfowto 2216 — ntT: xeet *Rqrn; d RURR dawr df 
23 ^rrf 1972 df trftpprr do t^o xjfo 2446 irt 
tranr d frdvr ftrt | fa? vrreffr fdfrm qfr»r^ erfgfrRm 
1956 ( 1 9 5 6 »rr 102 ) d ndNidf d fdd RPf 'md 

2T3T TTftPTCT (tfijTlT TTUT XERfaT) IRT JT^TT o df 0 frtfdWT 
Xt^TT UF4 MdER XT^HT (jfdl, 

ftrem, xrjdmT «x*tt nr»rfd Tid d spftjfrf d fdd 
sto xmtfwt dreddr fd^td qm ^ xtidrr ?>df 'ftfddd 

gifridST JEHT, Ttsff |ji h 1 d nT*! 1WI ^ I 

XTtt: xpjf, Xffdfrim df STRT 1 4 df 1 M ’J E T ( 1 ) d 
d ’4ET ( if ) TT 910P1 5Rd Jlf dvlfr 1R3PR irdrfifl ' 1 — 

( 1 ) 31 1975 df xrmdr xrdd-xr«pn 

( 2 ) xnrfd df irar ito xrr^frmT dfydfrir ?tdf 

dfddf (tiftqdsf Frqr Ttdf d tnxr 11+^5 ¥, df dt ljf 

srf XErfst frfrfqej 477df fdTtd «To dfTfliT vfifJTT WX 

trdd 1 

[d df 1 101 6 / 4 / 75 -irirotfrodfo] 
trdf tpr, xm wfrh 

MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY PLANNING 

(Department of Health) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 1st July, 1975 

S.O. 2216. — Whereas by the notification of the Government 
of India in the late Ministry of Health No, S.O. 2446. 
dated the 23rd July, 1962, the Central Government has 
directed that the Medical qualification, granted by 
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the University of Georgetown, Washington (United States of 
America) shall be a recognised medical qualification for the 
purposes of the Indian Medical Council Act, 1956 (102 of 
1956); 

And whereas Dr. Eileen Niedfleld who possesses the said 
qualification is for tfje time being attached to the Holy Family 
Hospital, Mandar, Ranchi District for the purposes of teach- 
ing, research and charitable work; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of clause (c) of the proviso 
to sub-section (1) of section 14 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby specifies — 

(i) a further period upto the end of the 31st December, 
1975, or 

(li) the period during which Dr. Eileen Niedfleld Is attach- 
ed to the said Holy Family Hospital, Mandar, 
Ranchi, 

whichever is shorter, as the period to which the medical 
practice by the aforesaid doctor shall be limited. 

[No. V. 1 1016/4 /75-MPT] 

WToWTo 2217 . — tR: WTR % RTTR (R qfRTT 

fmfriRWRWTt uwf, 1975 tfr wfmfRr ta «ft° noie/ 
i 6 / 74 -tnr £t irt fofa- fromr Jr friw fspn $ fa- grotto 
f^rfaRtT ifreref wfafmnT, 195G ( 1956 102)% spfriRt % 

fertT qf-Rfazi wr ^tTtfrw iRw, w^rri^ iro mtrr ir? tfto 

qff PiI+r 1 wrtar *mr FtPewr frift, 

wit mr: fwr trwr wwW % wtftiRt % %r Prrr 
sto frirr wnurt^r Wt •p) fam % tr or w^r ^rrev- 
w ^o l PtaH fitaHR (w«f wr wfifR, wtIrt fatrr, 

wftrmj wtrer % wro wra t 1 

ww: ww, ^ nftfwt «ft am 1 4 «ift mrnrr ( j ) % 

qtrgtt % WOT (w) TT TT*R TTit ft) WtfTIT IRda ' l t r — 

( 1 ) turret Jr trwrfirer $11 % rrrdw it qt ww qft wrfa 

%ftrcr I 
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twr 

( 2 ) gtr wwfw wr "sr ?To tUtt wiTTniR tetfr, Jtfltitr 
4 wrfttRT (Sitae?! (WW WR TTIiIh ) TTpR WTRT fi»RT JRr- 
tre^, wtr % trrw jtrt Rt tft qnr ft trg wtrftr Prfh- 

frrj t.tdf £, fata gqits sto fiftaR jHqzrr wr wW 1 

[w= *t 11016/1 7/7 4 -bR <ft er] 

*Rt TRt, wart rrfwT 


S.O, 2217 — Whereas by the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Health and Family Planning No. 
V. 1 1016/16/74- MPT dated the 14th May, 1975, the Central 
Government has directed that the medical qualification, “M.D." 
grunted by the University of Buenos Aires, Argentina shall 
be a recognised medical qualification for the purposes of (he 
Indian Medical Council Act, 1956 (102 of 1956); 

And whereas Dr. Rosa Isabel Russo who possesses the 
said qualification is for the time being attached to the Reynolds 
Memorial Hospital (Church of Nazarene) Washim, Akola 
District, Maharashtra State, India for the purposes of teach- 
ing and charitable work ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of clause (c) of the proviso 
to sub-section (1) of section 14 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby specifies— 

(i) a period of two years with effect from the date of 

publication of this order in the Official Gazette, or 

(ii) the period during which Dr. Rosa Isabel Russo is 

attached to the said Reynolds Memorial Hospital 
(Church of Nazarene) Washim, Akola District, Maha- 
rashtra State, India, 

which is shorter, as the period to which the medical practice 
by (he aforesaid doctor shall be limited. 


[No. V. 11016/17/74-MPT] 
MRS. SATHI NAIR, Under Secy. 


Fwwt, wur wrur *rpr 

writfhr pniM wtfsm 
fatfr, 24 ^r, 1975 
(jtRR) 

ITT? WTO 2218.— tR: frffpT TR7R *T W? WWTHR ft RTT | fV w^ if ftfafor tRTT* Tl^W tpfR % $ I 

wtr: tw, to m wwr wftffim, 1958 ( 1958 ^ 24 ) srt 4 tfr ^twrt ( 1 ) *ro wrt wfawf vr 

srpt <kut ftT mwrn; 3R mwk umfi ffi jrr ^ wtflR Trit ^ wtsr iff ^srt ^ft | 1 

■m ritTRff Jt fefr Rta JKT wfwgwrr T snfr fR % trrfRr JrRTR^^fRrfcrntrftift wtwt it i 
h 1 1 Ptttt 1 
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TTfiT ftf<TT 

os41r?r 


srNfa wra? rr ?ipt 

% Wtffa tin 

nP-oftr 1 ! 
irtf 9[^i 
ij-vr n?r 4wn 



ftwTor 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 7 

8 

9 

10 

unriffar wfafr 

Ft#r 

irfTtrFp; 

THnwETT tw »pr mft fam 

n^mfer l . o 9 

unr-fftfww 

ij-tj Tornfspn 

^jn 





PM^IH if 

it ° 157 3 

*T«*ft % w*r 

^ "FT 




*r JPTT TftT3 tTFTW «fh: 

JT^TT TfWTT TTCWt 

?rm i 


^fr 




«sr>r *j^rs tt° i30i%4TFrir 

<J4T?#o 130 1 

^ — TTflNfir 

*■** 





¥*nPrre nft t i 

Tr*TTO i 

5T° 1575, 1300 



sfk 1293 BffiTt- 
jfo 130 5 

1 30 1 ! Fnita*rTT | 
ofw — AWT '<j- 
«nr 1 30 2. 


3J5IT ^ «^tr 3T VZ& HFT ®5T 

ffelT ^Hfzngi rTTTT toFRT ifttfl ( Ttfi 



l^o 2/ e/72-^] 


«fto ^MX, *T%ff 
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ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF INDIA 
MINISTRY OF EDUCATION, SOCIAL WELFARE AND CULTURE 
New Delhi, the 24th June, 1975 
(ARCHAEOLOGY) 

S.O. 2218.— Whereas the Central Government is of opinion, that the ancient monuments specified in the Schedule attached hereto 
arc of national importance ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 4 of the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological 
Sites and Remains Act, 1958 (24 of 1958), the Central Government hereby gives notice ofits intention to declare the said ancient 
monuments to be of national importance. 

Avy objection made within two months after the issue of this notification by any person interested in the said ancient monuments 
will be considered by the Central Government. 

THE SCHEDULE 


State District Tehshil Locality Name of ancient Revenue plot Area Boundaries Owner- Remarks 

monuments number to be ship 

included under 
protection 


1 2 3 4 5 


678 9 10 


Uttar 

Pradesh 


Jhansi Jhansi 


Darhiapur Chhatari of Raja 
Ganga Dhar Rao 
along with tank 
and adjacent area 
comprised in part 
of survey plot No. 
1301 as shown in 
the site plan 
reproduced below. 


Part of Survey 
Plot No. 1301 
as shown in 
the site plan 
reproduced 
below 


1.09 North : Survey Under Not 
acres Plot No. 1575 municipal under 

Laxmi Temple manage- worship. 
East : Survey ment 
Plot Nos. 1575, 

1300 and 1293 
South : Survey 
plot No. 1305 
and remain- 
ing portion 
of survey plot 
No. 1301 
West : Survey 
Plot No. 1302 


[No. 2/6/72-M] 
B. K. THAPAR, 
Director General and Ex-Officio Jt. Secy. 
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JlTe WTo 2219.— IRf: ‘tlPSW PPPl 4 7PT § f% HHI4.8 SfT^tiT TPMTPf TTsjtp % (f; 

TO- m HPfPT g*»TTW rT«TT gTppafpr PW %k TOW wftlfHJPl, 1958 ( 1958 *43 2 4) *lft SJTTT 4 3P1JT4T ( l) SKT TOPP VrfTpft 
TO H<lVl IjP, "LilTl TTPFTT d rr, Hit'll T t rf rTT 1 r 1 Tt <!'^1 4 PiTPT Tf PtfpT t' <4 <(7 4 P% PTPPT * 4 ) TJMMT 4 44 ^ I 

hpvIp 46 hk%) Jr (4-144 fqpf) Eqfw jttt, ^rftr^rr % ^irf) ftp tip! % htmip %r *rw % ipr fapft prtf'T <n: 

PRTK fjpsnr *%4t i 




TPKT 

fwr 

4^7T/ 


HIM) 4 4+9 1 qq 

H 1 -M 

PTW’T % PtfpT PPl 

9tri THPP M 'S %) 

Sffa 

ifpTT 

prrfppr 

C' O i 

TT^TTWr 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

oHra*!) 

<$tw- 

l 


fpir jTfl ptft tflr 

4t% 

12. 30 


KTPTtfpr 

rqT>l'J(T4l 


jrre 

f%rr- 

Pnrp 

TPPPnfT, *TT*T 

rqrorffqiirnfvn 

tPFt 

% fpfapq 3ijaprsr 

iPTPt 

OTftPH 




PP 

$• 4)% srpjpnfqp 

»J*S“* Ho 1, 3, 9 


tfo 1 M’hP^W'P 


!rt%r Sf 





^TtT 4 MPT- 

% MPT *At 


'J8( 1, S P° 88 


fcl 





tfvRf, 

M%«PT ipaw Ro 


(ptp) >fT 







VUP>iriTo 1, 3, 9 

2, 4, 5, 6, 10, 


MPT ^UffP 1 







% mpt tftr p%- 

1 1, 12, 15, 16, 


IjPPTJT % P%- 







spt ^sw 4o 

17 tfk 18 


nr>nj<r>spo i, 







2, 4, 5, 6, 10, 



TpfapJT 4fo 







1 1, 12, 15, 16, 



160 (TO), 







17, *fk 18 % 



P%BP>T TJ«n>¥ Pa 







MPTfaPT TP%W 



379, 19 *flT 







tfsTI 



380 




trftr’T- i8»fcrn' ^rnr 

Tfo 20, 227 
226, 379, 28, 
31,14. 13 tfk 
P^STM '*^43'»s ?fo 
9 <TT VpT MPT I 


pftMP-Tr^SPT M- 
imps 7 , 8 %Vr 
PTSTP Tfril TT<> 

i 40 pt wpt i 


[•1° 2/l5/7J-^fr] 

CpTa lpT° ^fPIP’S, H^lUl^VPt, T^T q%P TPTO pftpr 




*— j .t 


THE GAZETTj 


i$75/ASAEHA 


gsnrjqift ?ran=Fr Jr fTP3% 

ferr ^ehp^cT (friferarcy 



45 01/75—13 
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S.O. 2219,— Whereas the Central Government Is of opinion that the ancient monuments specified in the Schedule attached beret* 
are of national importance; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 4 of the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological 
Sites and Remains Act, 1953 (24 of 1958), the Central Government hereby gives notice of its intention to declare the said ancient monuments 
to be of national importance. 

Any objection made within two months after the Issue of this notification, by any person interested in the said ancient monuments 
will be considered by the Centra! Government. 


‘THE SCHEDULE’ 


State 


1 


West 

Bengal 


District 

Tehsil/ 

Locality 

Name of ancient 

Revenue plot Area 

Boundaries 

Ownership 

Remarks 


Mauza 


monuments 

numbers to be 

Included under 
protection 




2 

3 

4 

5 

6 7 

8 

9 

10 

Murshi- 

Kella 

Kella 

Hazar Duari 

Part of survey 12.30 

North. — Rema- 

Official 

Imambara 

dabad 

Nczamat 

Nezamat 

Palace and 

plot Nos. 1, 3, acres 

filing portion 

Trustees 

is under 




Imambara to- 

9 and survey 

of survey plot 


religious 




gether with 

plot Nos. 2, 4, 

No. 1, survey 


use. 




adjacent area 

5, 6, 10, 11, 12, 

plot No. 88 






comprised in 

IS, 16, 17. and 

(Road) of 






part of survey 

18 as shown 

Mauza Urdu 






plot Nos, 1, 3, 

in the plan 

Bazar. 






9 and survey 

reproduced 

East. — Remain- 






plot Nos. 2, 4, 

below, 

ing portion of 






5, 6, 10, 11, 12, 


survey plot 






15, 16, 17 and 


No. 1, survey 






18 as shown 


plot No. 160 






in the plan 


(Road ) of 






reproduced. 


Mauza Kum- 






below. 


rapur, survey 
plot Nos. 379, 
19 and 380. 




South.— Survey 
plot Nos, 20, 
227,226, 379, 
28, 31, 14, 13 
and remain- 
ing portion of 
survey plot 
No. 9. 

West, — Survey 
plot Nos. 7, 8 
and remaining 
portion of 
survey plot 
No. 1 


[No. F, 2/13/73-M] 
M, N. DESUP ANDE, 
Director-General & Ex-Qffici* Jt. f*«y. 



f'lUf'T Xfrt WRT»T rfsnTPT 

-Hf , 1 9 5Jrf ( 197 5 

iptoWTo 2220. — far# farm uftftw, 1 9 5 7 ( 1 9 57 TT6 1 )*t 

httt 3 «tfV ttoto ( 3 ) % tanr (®) % mw nfar, swtt ( 1 ) jrt 
WPHTJff VT H *1) 1 1 t< * 3 tjt( %R)tT u vti T t[n^ITTT ^fiT ^TWT 
mra xrnfHpTT tfwt ^ wot wmbur *fl tjtt o tfrro tp# 
^fV tfl o t^W o tfllH TT (nenl r^Tff Wlfq'Tiy.'Ji ^ UHt^i 

% *T fipjff; *pref>T I TTWT WTfT tTOPTC % WTTJ^ T^TT^T 

nsnrpr % feto? 30 fon^r, 1957 ^ wfy^wni rrwT 12 - 
17 3/5 7-tnT of^T oWT o if xftr tmtlFT OTTfft $, HUFfi 

3f?t wftT^TT *R WH 10-01 if (ft Tft o l^o JT^ ^ 
tpTTTJT % FTPT TT fax^fafaTT JRTDT OfiTFUfOTT PRT ^PT 


MINISTRY OF WORKS & HOUSING 
New Delhi, the 19th June, 1975 

S.O. 2220. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section 
(1), read with clause (g) of sub-section (3) of section 3 of 
the Delhi Development Act, 1957 (61 of 1957), the Central 
Government hereby no min ates Shri S. S. Shall, Additional Chief 
Planner, Town and Country Planning Organisation, as a mem- 
ber of the Delhi Development Authority in place of Shri C. S. 
Gupte and makes the following further amendment in the 
Notification of the Government of India in the late Ministry 
of Health No. 12-173/57-LSG, dated the 30th December, 
1957, namely : — - 

In the said Notification, in item 10-A, for the entry “Shri 
C. S. Gupte”, the following entry shall be substituted, name- 
ly 


"t^Te tfWe VTtft, WTC WOT WPfU>f” 


“S. S. Shafl, Additional Chief Planner”. 


[tf» fr>-noil/2l/72-tj;° *>°i] 
txrro n^rhr wtir ,wtt *rfV* 


[No, K-l 101 1/21 /72-UD.I1 
S. MAHADEVA AYYAR, Under Secy. 
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ffft rtYr srmxDT frarFF 

Ft R5FT, 9 FF, 197 5 

Ffo Sf?o 2221. — % ; jW FRFR MY FFFf FT fell 

HFTfFR fYI fY frfftJuftfw ftftf Jr rtYfr f^fY % i 

[#WT 28/5/73 TT- {'fro)] 
%o <fr° Y"° FTFR, V*T FiFF 

MINISTRY OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING 
New Delhi, ihe 9th June, 1975 

S.O. 2221, — -The Central Governmnet accepts the resig- 
nation oi Shii Hrishikesh Mukherjee from the membership 
of the Film Advisory Board with immediate effect. 

[No. 28/5/73-F(P)] 

K. P. K. NAYAR, Under Secy. 

STF FFFTC 

STIFF 

F# f^c^fT, 20 rtf, 197 5 

WO ?T?» 2222. — * ra " FR/F FRFn; FT RTF f far SfY 

fftftj: vf^fi ? fdfFF'R %to¥ f fW Jf ffif ffff ff % 

ftf? PrfrsrFf MYr fff fffrY % MYf ttf wTsffPw Pernr 
fFJTFTF 

MYr ff: f>fYf jctrftr fff Iffr Ft FnqfFWFF % fad 
faffatf FRF7 a-AA'a F*f|F7 t; 

MXV-, F-T, witff.W fattTF Vp-lfFTF, 1947 ( 1647 FT It) 

FT SFRT 10 FT TJFJiRT ( l) % (tf) ITRT SRrf Wf*fFFt FT 

ffYf frY gv, fcaVar rkfrfft ftro fY fff FrijfFFF ft 

ETRT 7F % WdfTR Fii'F FAjIiFF FfaFRF, fF5WT Ft FTFiFFFF 

f faY ffrlfcr frfY t i 

FFFFY 

fit ffr Ffffff, Fisrf f sraRSRrer % fair, ftoMf 
% *rwf fYstf. rff Mt sirs ft® ftirf ft Jfi?r 14 ffrf, . 

19 7 3 JY FFTFT FRFT HTTFTlFF | ? F% Fgf, eft FFF, FFFTR TFF 
FFFTF FT jJFXR 5 '? 

[Tfo trt-fo - 1 20 1 2/ 2 5/ 7 5-irc 2,Hoj 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR 
ORDERS 

New' Delia, the 20iii May, 1975 

S.O. 2222. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an iiidusii.m dispute exists between the employers in 
sdation to the Punjab National Bank and their workmen 
in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto 
annexed ; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 

to refer the sGJ dispute for adjudication ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred b*, 
clause f d ) of sub-section (i) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Dispu.es A A, 1947 (14 or 19477, the v-enliat ij vAeini,jtm 
hereby reie.s the said dispute for adjudication iu the indus- 
trial Tribunal, Delhi constituted under section 7A of the said 
Act. 


SCHEDULE 

Whether the, management of the Punjab Natiorfel Bank 
Bombay is justified in terminating the services of 
Shri R. P. Parikh, temporary Godown Keeper at 
Kapadwanj with effect from the 14th August, 1973 ? 
If not, to what relief is the said workman entitled ? 

[No. L. 12012/25/75-DII/A] 


Ft fosft, 29 tit, 197 5 

FT° «n° 2223. — FF: %?ttF FRFR Ft RTF I fF IF% 
FTR5 STF/JfY FfFfFfFR fFFFT % FtY ^ FRF FF TO ?{%FT 
% Ft'FI fTFTFFT MYr FF% fYfrY % FTF t*F MYaYfaF fFFR 
IWTTF |; 

5Tfc FF: §F5 Yf FRFR FFF fFFR FY HTTFfFFFF % fat 
MfaF FRFT FT®fYf FRWt 

W, f=r, wfafftR fFFR RrpyR^-fl, 1947 { 1 -r 4 7 FT 14} 
FY ETTRT 7F wYt ETRT 10 # YTSTRT (l) % IFF (f) 

IRT 5RTT FRFFY FT FFfT FR7T |F FRFR trtTFSRT RF 

*fh5TpTF S'fETFR'F Ff$F F<7TT |, fWFF qYiTRrfF WfilFlRf ?ft 
"ffFo FRo trsY ftF fFFFT tpiFT'TF WTFh if fRl ?flR W 
f'FFR FT un FfRhfFF 3fsrFR° T FY “If5t<FFF F [>tS f*T«f?TRf 
FRSft | I 

stfttfY 

FFT t'F WTF fflFT, FUFTFS FT, 2 2 itfRWR, 1974 

FT 'BTFifFF JTr<f«r V-TTRfffF WFT fCRTT FY FTFT, ^T tfo RRTo 
F5TRT 5H?rfRfFF t[F ffTfFF Ft tjf%TT F FRY FT FRFlf FFFR- 

FTF FT FT FF FRF ?tYr WFfFF «tYf 5FF|R FT FTF Fr ? 
fFtfr fY fft Jr «fr ffrY Tff wffYf ft^ffr |? 


[Fo qvTc 12012/35//WVTC2 '0 c j 


New Delhi, the 29th iviay, 1975 

S.G, 1223. — Whereas the Central Government ,s of opitucn 
'fmt a, industiiai dispute exists between f he ^nrdcyejs »c 
reloion to the Central Bank of Lima sum v/orKmen 

in --specs of she matter specified ir. the Schedule ncreto an- 
nexed. 

-And wher..c.s she Central Government considers it des„ aJiie 
s 'j refer the sari dispute for adjudication ; 

Nov;, trierefoie. in exercise cf the powers conferred bv 
icc.ion 7 A, and clause (d) of sub-section fl) of section 10, 
01 cit l rju sirta! Disputes Act, -94"' U4 of 1947), ,he C.-i'.a. 
Arc. ruif'.fnx r,reby constilutcs an Industrial Tribunal of 
.’.men shri xl. R. Sodhi shall be the Presiding Officer, wl.h 
headquarters at Chandigarh and refers the said dispute for ad- 
judication to the said Tribunal. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the Central Bank of India. Chandi- 
garh in not informing Shri G. S. Guiati, Steno- 
grapher-cum-Clerk about the All India Service Test 
held ou the 22nd December, 3 971. was a bona fide 
omission or an act of Gctimisatio.i and unfair 
labour practice ? In either case to what relief is 
Shri Guiati entitled ? 


No. L. 12012/35 /75-DII/A1 
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rpfo qi° 2224 : — TT T 4 PT ?RTR Tt TPT | fT ^ 

utrs spr^rf Jr FTkfk? fwn % srk it km #t sire 3Firr 
jt qrqrg- fkftTrr irk ^t% wrif % cfa qr nl^rtFnT fw? 
ftrenTH |; 

5rYc JRT: %4pl IRTR 3T5 fkrTC Tt HtTTiWpr % fail 
fqlfsre tt^t TrakT qrrsRit |; 

m:, 3 RT, qNftfirr Fttk qfafPEi, 1947 (i 947 TT 14) 

=pt STRI 7-T 5T*k STRl 10 Tf 7T4RT (l) % (T) SRT 

rr??T sifmr rrr jett-t tct f 4 , &ln irtr qr ifttfrf-TT «rftr- 
trot nfca- Tkt |, fkkr Tterak irFarkt 4t qr° str° qkt 
§tt fspr tt rreqrffq srofm? Jf fire sfk ura Fttr Tt 
sfktfiTT uFar-m tt Krrdfr>m % ftr? faffina Trat ft 1 

"PTffft 

tut kra aT irre $fkir, Wr*T? % wuw tt 4t ifftra 

JUR Tffrf FtFiT TT 12 °PT, 19 69 Jr H'VtK fkftjpT it •T rfpk 
Tt sfrrt^rf sraFqa «r snfRTT tut |? qre ft, at awTa- 
TR Ft?t w.jator tt pr<TR |? 

[rfo tTcTo 12012 / 37/7 54t° 2 /^ 0 ] 

S.O. 2224. — AVhcitan the 'Central Government is of opinion 
that an in.hi-iii.ii di-pute exists between the employers in 
relation to the Central Bank of India and their workmen 
in respect of the matter specified in the Schedule hereto 
annexed ; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 7A, and clause (d) of sb-section (1) of section 10, 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal 
of which Shri H. R. Sodhi shall be the Presiding Officer, with 
headquarters at Chandigarh and refers the said dispute for 
adjudication to the said Tribunal. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action ot the management of the Central 
Bank of India, Chandigarh in not treating Shri Ajit 
Kumar Sharma, Clerk in continuous employment 
with effect from the 12th June, 1969, is an act 
ot unfair labour practice ? If so, to what relief is 
the said workman entitled ? 

[No. L. 12012/37/75-DII/A] 

Tf fcrft, 30 hf, 1975 

Tt° m ° 222 5 : — 47 T: %^£T TRTR Tt TPT | fT faJt 

TTTjat if fafafeW fkPTT % aft if kTR kiaa 3T if 
-a Wnm ?rk Tar-rtf % afa it sfteftfaT Farr? 

ifTTia 

sfk TT M7TO7 ^cf faTTRf Tt maFaTT-T % fpR 

firefira rtar afsahr aqsrat 

TTT, HT, TftefrF'IT fstTR TTFsTvUR-, 1947 ( 1947 TT 14) 

Tf aro 10 Tf ^q-ETRT (l) % 4? (q) gRT SRa Srfifaqf TT 
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Spfhr HTTR TO 1 7001? Tt TO smium Tf 

am 7 -t t ?i'di'o qfoa jflsfiFiT sTamw, fqror ti rtnqfqqsFT 
% firq frrir^PT TRff I I 

qogq) 

tit rnrrf ot nerf, t) olo fj-o qtsr, zmri 

’ffqnT 7 stt, f^w qnr Tr (tt fPPT nrfeoTs if i%foT qq 
TTTPT TPTT % T'T if TTT T7 T|1 |) %qr 18 1968 

& from Ttll sflr ^ttt o - Tif^rf rqrc'ffq?r |?, . 

«rfq hT ThTR Ft< 7 q-fTW T1 ^T?R |? 

[jfo q^fo 120 12 / 23 / 754 )-° 2/q°] 

New Delhi, me 30tb May, 1975 

S.O. 2225. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the Punjab National Bank and their workmen 
in respect of the matteis specified in the Schedule hereto 
annexed ; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Delhi constituted under section 7A of the said 
Act. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether^ the action of the management of the Puniab 
National Bank, Bombay in terminating the services 
of Shri P. D. Patel, temporary Godown Keeper, 
Himatnagar (now working as Clerk-cum-Godown 
Keeper at Nadiad) and denying him Confirmation 
with effect from the 18th October, 1968, is justified ? 
If not, to what relief is the said workman entitled ? 

[No. L. 1201 2/23 /75-DII/AJ 


Tt° ? 1 ?° 2226 : — fTOR TT ThT | fT 

q fqjqRisx fqqai T STlt TUT? Ttm t'T fT (TO 
fiT'TTTTt qk Tqrrcf % qtq UT qhjtFUT F^TT? Fq^ETPT 

I; 

qk vrtr fq^r=r tt mqFff'ira-ff % Fk-r fqJfSra 
wit qr®Trq 

qq:, m, qmtFirT F tmK qFdrwT, 1947 (ig 47 Tr 11) Tfum 
10 tt UTarrr (1) % k? (q) skt srtt ^FteFt tt sr*fkr tt^ 
fq, % 4 Tq rrmx m ikrR- tT tttt tt f srfiTsrrr tt am 7 -t % 
Trarq qfecr TftarFTT srFaTm, TTTfrr tt rTTTrT'ifTT % F°tq 
ftqfSET TTfff I I 

ttt FfTlTTf, % qqk 'kiTT kimr 4 t, u. q°, fqVr sfte, 
TTTrTT % ftr.® kfR kTTT #T q-TSl/T nfllFaTSTT, 1 0 ffikT t#TF 
T7TTTT TT qpr JqTTtFTT | Ft sff TtFtT f TR Tl% TT TT 
TT fqqFTW/TqT# Jr qrf 4 T ft Jf f^qr 

ttt, tFt ft, m frtr crkrir qk Ftt ?r?a Fttw qFfk 

[q° m° 12012/ 30/ 7 s 4 to 2/q°j 
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SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of the United 

Commercial Bank, Rampura Branch, Kota, in deny- 
ing joining period on transfer to Shri Nahar Singh, 
Watchman-cum-Pcon, is justified? If not, to whal 
relief is the said workman entitled? 

[No. L. 12012/80/74LRIII] 


S.O. 2226. — Whereas the Central Government Is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the Punjab National Bank and their workmen in 
respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto an- 
nexed ; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication ; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 

hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Industrial 

Tribunal, Calcutta constituted under section 7A of the said 

Act. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the demand of Punjab National Bank Employees 
Association, 10 Hastings Street, Calcutta against the 
employers, the Punjab National Bank, 18A Bra- 
bourne Street, Calcutta for the absorption of Shri 
Anil Kumar Kolay, as Class IV staff in the regular/ 
permanent service of the Bank is justified ? If so. 
from what date and with what other details ? 

[No. L. 12012/30/75-DII/A] 


*tt« 2227; — W: fatf# 4tf TP? ft fV ft# 

WRi f«mf % 3 # if ijjtiiS* T Rfiiq w 

& frwFsr PpfUr# sfit vjfaKf % tfw tpp xfltf i pr r 

Phtrpi ft; 

ntr w: rrcwr iff rrrBffipfaT «tr ft# 

pT?ftlT 4><nl #7## ffrrspft ft ; 

Wh m, rflwtfw PritK rrftiftm, 1947 (1947 tt 14 ) 
4ft tmr 7 -t sftr trnr 10 # : 3 wrcr(i) % wr (*r) arcr 
sbcw nrffcpff 4?r 5 ## 4r# g$, turn; q*k tfkftfw wftr- 
4^91 qfer 9t#f ft, f3r^r% # 5 ## xrFsmfr #;3#4r mw mur 

fj 4 1 ftrffTIT msmtET 'SPrjT it ^Ett \s 4 n fV^pr # -sxn xtftr- 
4 . vi, i 4tt ^trnrfhyfrpT ft# s-.#) ft 1 

447 TTRJ? miHI, 4i'ld 1 % StSpSt^T 

4ft Tr^T f%T5, qft xprTRff # WptWfJT TT 94 ttgW 

RTftr ftft ft 4T# 4ft rRTfitPfd’ ft? U# flftf, fit 

<544 4#WP: ftrtr 4PJ5# I? 

[To 1201 2/80/ 74-trtTo RTto 3] 


S.O. 2227. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the United Commercial Bank and their workmen 
in respect of the matter specified in the Schedule hereto an- 
nexed ; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 7 A, and clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10, 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen- 
tral Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal of 
which Shri Updesh Narain Mathur shall be the Presiding 
Officer, with headquarters at laipur and refers the said 
dispute for adjudication to the said Tribunal. 


4It° GTo 2228: — 477: rnTUT 4ft TPT ft ftp 

3914.8 xnjrjfr ifftrftrfW f## arr^r # ift^r 44 r trrer yftrarr 
ft ftpfftsp# sfk ^rr «h4=H<l' ftt jfur qr iffintfw prere 
ftWN ft; 

Rtr Ref: ft^PT ^4tn: 3471 #41? 4ft nTFTftpjfamr ft# 

firlfw 4m ipto# ft; 

to:, qv, ^fartftw f#ir 1947 (1947 qrr 14 ) 

4ft STTT1 7-T tfftf STTT 10 4ft OTETRT ( l) % 3Tf (r) 5TTT SPtn 
vrfwff 4 tt mrEt 47 # grr, %-Ttf4 *K4>k qr tfl tfi R i * *rffef4t7yr 

tfttt TTtfr ftw% 'ftSTffirT Ttfem/t f 4t TRo tITto tffdt ffit 
f^mr sprfEif tr gW xftr farnr 4?t ^ftr wftnttoT 

4ft wntTProfar ^ ftr^ fhrJftpT «R?ft | 1 

4RT ir^ #4t wra tf«RT 4?t rtqrr wr utwt ttimr 
Tl4tftnrr qT Rhrpr wit p 4t q^ro <ft° 2 Rr4, 1965 it 
jfe ^ tfhc 2 RTT, 1965 *Pt TH4ft fffiwr inn 4 ft 

^ if w jq, tffir % ft# 4 t ipttrrt |? 

[rfo q^o-i20i2/i28/74-qB-o4rn:t> 3 ] 


S.O. 2228. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the Central Bank of India and their workmen in 
respect of the matter specified in the Schedule hereto an- 
nexed ; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 7 A, and clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 
10, of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribu- 
nal of which Shri H. R, Sodhi shall be the Presiding Officer, 
with headquarters at Chandigarh and refers the said dispute 
for adjudication to the said Tribunal. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether Shri H, P. Iain, Assistant Cashier-cum-Godown 
Keeper in the Jamuna Nagar Branch of the Cen- 
tral Bank of India is entitled to confirmation with 
effect from the 2nd March, 1965 and also to in- 
crement treating his date of continuous service as 
from the 2nd March. 1965, 

[No. L. 12012/128/74-LR III] 


Rf 31 irf, 1975 

4Tfo 47t» 2229 — —RT tl Old i 4tf <19 ^ VlO 

39^ if faffffW fan# % snt ir trre tt'Uni 

& wtr PpfNpFf xfVr wrtfni % #f^ q^t bWIPpp Pfror 
#4WR ft ; 
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wk to: ottt wro fiarrr 1% tjttoPMto % faq 

fkffTFT TORT TriTHTf) | ; 

TO:, TO wkr)f»TT fTOTT wf«jf%TO, 1947 ( 1947 *PT 14) 

iff tnrr 10 1 % rtjittt ( 1 ) % (w) ira tow irfrowf 

ITT TOfT 1R% %U, %ra)rr TOTOT WTO fTOT® 1% WTO wf%f%TO 1% 
STRT 7-W % Wsftff wfjw TOif)W BW wWffW wfaTOw TPTSTJT 
1% TOPTf% II fTO % f-t 11 , Mfiro TO%) ?t I 

TOT ti ^4- WOW ifkq ! , TPTJT % ST-ritTOW TO, B% y%i 
HITT V 9jtT p 4t fwW HIT fiTFTTOFT, - iR I u f%f%T7 qq fi ?, 1 -r *t> T f *fT- 
flm af), akTOfr f^fTOTO wfafkrfr, 1949 (1949 to 10 ) 

iff KTRT 10 % TOtfr-T, %47q TOTO TORT TOpflfTO $ ? Upf Wjf, 

WTO TO%TOK fTOT Wrjflk TO fJTOTR $ ? 

[%o ^-1 201 2/27/75/#f2/ q° mf°] 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 3 1st May, 197J 

S.O. 2229.— Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the em- 
ployers in relation to the Central Bank of India and their 
workman in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule 
hereto annexed; 

\ 

And whereas the Central Government considers It deair- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Jabalpur, constituted under section 7A of 
the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of the Central 
Bank of India, Raipur in terminating the services 
of Shri Kishanlal Tulsiyan, Son of Shri Chotelal, 
Godown-Clerk-Cum-Assislant Cashier, under sec- 
tion 10 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 
of 1949), is justified ? If not, to what relief is the 
said workman entitled ?” 

[No. L. 12012/27 /75/DU/AI] 
TO 0 WTo 223 0. — TO: TOTOT if) TTq | fa *«% 

491-114 w-j^ % fafwfki faro) V wk % ifvjw tit tot: 
Tffinrqr % tot® frorwTO) wk wkr to^tor) % sfrw qro wkf)- 
fro Ptttt fkrqro | 1 

Wk TO: k#)4 TOTOT WTO fTOTT TO) TO l t T MTO fffq 
firffiro tort wtsrorir wmR%) f ; 

WTO, W4, wkftf-ITO fTOPT Wf^ffiTOT, 1947 ( 1947 TO 14) 
1% UTTT 7-TO %k WTTT 10 1% TOR ( l) ^ TOT w) ITTT 
tow irfrowf totoPt tot% jq, tottok qro wklPiii wf%- 

toto wlkr tow) f%w% w)si%)w wfarok) <f) qwowKo %k) 
PTOTO ^STOTOT WpT® if 5>ifT %k WTO fTOTT if) WTO 

wWrPnt srPTORri if) rtitIw'^to % f%q faffiro tow) | i 

tot %t£w #4: tot: ifkror % tototw to, wto % if) wpf) 
towT wtwt % sfr sir tor if) 19 Tjwrf, 1 9 6 5 % 31 wi$*it, 


1974 WTO TOTtf) wk TO TOOT ff TORT Wk 31 WTOWT, 1974^ 
% TOTOW) % TOT if WHO TO)7rfTr 4 TORT RriftfTO ^ ? ITft 

tf) 3 to TOtrot Pro to ^ ? 

[Tf° q«!>-l 20 12/36/7 54)-lI/q] 
TOfo ^sfr«TTTTOT, WTO wfTO 


S.O. 2230. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in re- 
lation to the Central Bank of India and their workmen in 
respect of the matter specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas, the Central Government considers it desir- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
section IK, and clause (d) of sub-section (1) of. section 10, of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) the Central 
Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal of 
which Shri H. R, Sodhi shall be the Presiding Officer, with 
headquarters at Chandigarh and refers the said dispute for 
adjudication to the said Tribunal. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of the Central 
Bank of India in denying payment of daftry allowance 
to Shri Gian Chand, of Mani Marja Branch of tho 
said Bank with ellect from the 19th July, 1965 to 
31st October, 1974 and further denial of promotion 
as Dafry with effect from the 31st October, 1974 ia 
justified? If not, to what reliefs are the aaid work- 
men entitled?" 

[No. L-12012/36/7J-D-n/A| 
R. KUNJITHAPADAM, Under Secy. 


WT^W 

Prof), 26 TO), 1975 


TOO WTo 2231, — TO 1WR 1?) TTW | IV 

44144 Tfijgw) % faffffw Ptto) % wri % TO TO- 
fror iDff ftiPti*, 1% wrTOuriV-Trt) tORtt/), tttoto wbrnfir^, 
fror scum V wtoto# % tot® PttItto wTt toPtto) V 
a)w tup w‘)<i')Pr+ fTOBf fropiPT 

wk TO: VfiflTT TOTOT TTO PriTTT V) RTWpT4TO V f%T 
f-i^fldn TOriTT uuwei) ^ ; 

ww:, ww, wVrfw ftnr wfufiTror, 1947 (1947 to 14) 
1% ukt 10 1% OTEnrr (1) % gro (q) jr spm yrfVriftTO 
hm)-[ 1R% Jtf, TOTOT TTO fTOTT ir) WTO WfwFfiTOT 1% 

tnrr 7-1: % w«f)q wPst ^r)t totto w)®fPn: wPittow %w 

2, toitt V) TORfroffro V Mfiro ircf) | 1 


TOT %Tri) WTTTT 1%fTOT TOH foi fqSs 1 % WTTOirfTOTTT) VHtTW^V, 
ithto TO-rrrfTO, f%tHT ettott V wtotow V) <f) ^f)f%^, 'To* 
TTff) V) 2 5-1-1974% %4T % TOri) 1% TOtlTf TOriftfTO 

t ? wftr %) to%tto ftw rpjtfPT to wk Iw irkhi % ^rom: 

t ? 


[towt q*r-2ooi2/i53/74-qwewrc-2/rf)9/*] 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, the 26th May, 1975 

S.O. 2231 . — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the management of Akashkinaree Colliery of Messrs 
Bharat Coking Cool Limited, Post Office SonaTdih, District 
Dhanbad, and their workmen in respect of the matters specified 
in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947}, the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal No. 2, Dhanbad, constituted 
under section 7A of the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Akashkinaree 
Colliery of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal Limited, Post 
Office Sonardih, District Dhanbad, in dismissing from 
service Shri Chedi Singh, Chaprasi, with effect from 
25-1-1974, is justified? If not, to what relief is the 
workman entitled and from what date ?” 

[No. L-20012/153 /74-LR-II/D-IIIA] 




Tf fiutfl, 5 3PT, 197 5 

qrr o srr° 2232. — %ssto httht ft tk | 

STTTg ir fafTfcsj faspfr % if ^fkrqrt, 
W 4 T srpofm, fasrr spttt? ( 3 ft m ff*r4 
lstftrt? spf |) % snrfsrrRT Jr tr^rs fTstspffr srir 
% tT3r *ftsftfiffr farra faRTRTff | ; 

irtTfor fsrara srf %f5rn Mfsrr 

src-rr ars'-fhr ^rrrsrtff | ; 

m:, m, sftsffPw fam? *rfsrPm, 1947 (1947 4rr 14 ) 
qro 10 ttjto ( 1 ) % tjtit (*r) arct TTtT Ttfenf 
jpftff fT> 'Tv-yrr tjf=r frnr? Tt T4T ^rfsr 

# am 7 -t % sr#r tPst *F4rrr sfVtftPufr ssrPtr^rw 

twrr 2, SfiTdTT 4Tr % fsrq f^riff^DT 4vWf t I 

=rt sifanrra ^rrfJmf, srtasfftr, fserr smia (sfr 

^rar ttw VTRA sptf'fT'T 4fr<T f?Tp9£5 # I) % 5T?r-J Tl TRT- 

=f<j Jr fafafasa *#prt 4tr s 1972 Jr ^ni Jr r>jr5r 

4?r nrrtfrf^rr |? trfa Tfr, <ff ^rforr twrfm 

% Pt*t rnfr-T Jr f ? 

Shrift TT 37TW 

^nr *t®ht TTirTC ;?tt qrrr t? 

1 2 3 

1 . tT'Ttw rTf-TT 

2 . fca fW 

3 . ^ 

4. stPtt fkrrrr 

5. 

' • e. 'fir^Tfr f*rqt 


1 2 3 

7 . RTrrr^T frrqt srfiptr 

8. Trap 

9. TPRT 
to. yrTfTPTfrprr 

11 . ■BTTftrrt ” 

12. fTTTTfw ” 

1 3. TUT SRTf7 vfl^K 

1 4. TDPTPT TifTC 

1 5. fsUT TPT TTsf ” 

16. TTTTtlRK ” 

1 7 . ■reppr yfr?Trr 

1 8. Jeffs' TsfTTrr ’’ 

1 9. 3*4 6 istC 

20 . rriar^T 

21. 

22. ?PTfrtpiTT 

23. T4T? TIT 

24 . 4 i'gti rrraf 

2 5 . TPTTPR rrilft 
2 6. ^'TT^’T '3‘TTS^TJT 
27 . tot y-Tt^rrr 
28- ttrwt Mtrre 

29 . TifrdTfrri 

30 . tpUtt *rw 

31 . ^sprrar sfrsrrr " 

32. tFPCa'flT 

33. W47 f«T5 

34 . Ttarr^frR ” 

35. '74047 

36. TTtRtST PnfiT 

37 . yr-mfr f 4R 
88- fTTTrrrfcfr 
89. tanarar nffi 

40 . v:->xh?A[ 

41. riTOT frprf 

42. ifrTfiTf 

• 

43. Trra'TFii 

44. RcrKfrfR 
4 5. yfrrrfTTt 

46. TTtTvtT TTtTTr " 

47. TPTEpfr xft'T 

48. TPTfvTTT PpTfPT 

49. tpft’TTT TTSt ” 

50. ^fT4T7 

51. ^aRTTrfi- 

52. #TT7Pr 

53. TThfiTCRvr fir|T7 

54. TTR TT¥T TTlft 


frf^rft JP3T5T 

1 . wcftufipTf 

2. O 4 
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3. tmtut rpr/nr Trap; 

4. rfcn tTTTi 4TTh TTlf 

5. SRrWTfl 1 tfN 

[wir tpho 200 1 2/63/72/-q*To*m:o-2/tfr-3(<0] 

Pto %o Trtrm, mrum xrfanTrjfiptfa) 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 5th June, 1975 

8 . 0 . 2232 . — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the management- of Loyabad Colliery, Post Office 
Bansjora, District Dhanbad (now belonging to Messrs Bharat 
Coking Coal Limited) and their workmen in respect of the 
matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed ; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desir- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) ; the Central Government hereby 
refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal No. 2 Dhanbad, constituted under 
section 7A of the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Loyabad 
Colliery, Post Office Bansjora, District Dhanbad (now 
belonging to Messrs Bharat Coking Coal Limited), 
in stopping from work the workmen specified in the 
Annexure, with effect from 8 th January, 1972, 
justified? If not, to what relief are the said workmen 
entitled and from what date?" 


27. Samar Rabidas ..... Miner 

28. Ram Sarup Prasad .... 

29. Nagina Singh ..... ,, 

30. Rameshwar Bhuiya .... 

31. Surajnath Harizan ,, 

32. Rupchand Bhar I( 

33. Bhuneshwar Singh .... 

34. Bondha Chamar , , 

35. Nagishwar Nunia .... ,, 

36. Jagdish Mahto ..... 

37. Ramji Kumar ..... 

38. Kishta Mahto 

39. Jagdish Mahto ..... 

40. Andhu Mahto ... ,, 

41 . Gaffar Mian ..... 

42. Green Singh ..... ,, 

43. Rajendra Pandey ,, 

44. Mutor Kumhar „ 

45. Rahim Mian ,, 

46. Amulya Rajak ..... „ 

47. Ramdhani Gope ..... ,, 

48. Ramdullar Keot ..... ,, 

49. Dhanilal Kachhi . . ,, 

50. Ramsundar Jaiswara ... ,, 

51 . KedarPassi ,, 

52. Khedan Roy ,, 

53. Ramnarayan Kahar 

54. Ram Sarup Passi „ 


ANNEXURE 


SI. No. Name of workmen. 

Designation 

1 2 

3 

1 . Dhaneshwar Chamar .... 

Miner 

2. Biju Mia 

SI 

3. Chander Bhuiya .... 

11 

4. Latif Mia 

,, 

5. Karu Bhuiya .... 

,, 

6. Llakat Mian 

,, 

7. Maksudan Mian ..... 

,s 

8. Jagdal Passi ..... 

„ 

9. Amulya Rajak 

SI 

10. Kashim Mian 

IS 

1 1 . Rupan Mian ..... 

11 

12. Ishaque Mia ..... 

t > 

13. Rajbahadur Lohar .... 

IS 

14. Rajnath Kahar 

IS 

15. Sheona'h Pandey 

» 

16. Kunjan Jaishwar .... 

1 1 

17. Raghunath Rabidas . 

1 1 

18. Rajender Rabidas 


19, Baiju Majhi 


20. Sahadco Bhar 


21. Ranideo Bhuiya .... 


22. Amrit Bhuiya 

S* 

23. Bachoi Gope 

» 1 

24. Barka Majhi 

.. 

25. Ramsagar Majhi 

IS 

26. Janardan Upadhya 



Hariri Mazdoor 

1. LatifMla Prop Mazdoor 

2. Sarju Thakur 

3. Raghu Ram S/F Mazdoor 

4. Manik Bhuia Lamp Cleaner 

5. Ghartshyam Gope ,, 

[No. L-20012/63 /72/LRD/D. 111(A)] 
L. K. NARAYANAN, Section Officer (Spl.) 

nf 20 mf, 1975 

UTo <n° 2233. — rpf: toffr TOR TR T*tit 

■prws it farpff % ant it tffinra nr ft rva 

% SRFTTR it FT5 fhaWT) xflr TTT TffiUTt "f tftX t74T XlVlft- 

fjpTr Ptsix fttram 

xftr ipt: tnxrt: fxxrr ah RTnfiHTR $ 

art?fT It ; 

?tx;, spr, xflxfrPtip ftxra wfirfinm, 1947 (1947 an 14) 
alt BTtr 10 aft uwtrt ( 1) % (x) ettt trxTt irfanth an 

gtfpt ^tt, 4., Jr ttranr -a an fax 14 ah tm xrftrfmm ^t 

trrrt 7 -t $ fftftx nfox sttaftfiir ttfijarph, frtxft ah RFtfih'ftpT 

% fait faJftpr artrff $ 1 


45 01/75—14. 
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47T ifim PVTTTFK, PlTfr eft* ft TEEBEPH 47 '.ft TREE! 
rfm 4ft 1 7 3pt, 1974 ft ftnrr ft ^sett ^rnrlf^T $ ? tfE ufr 
fift). ; ft Tf pHTmfffr ITT f4RR I ? 

[Tfo lRTo-tl(n2/( 3)/75-fTo 2 (^T°)] 

ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 29th May, 1975 

S.O, 2233.— Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the emplo- 
yers in relation to the management of Indian Airlines and 
their workman in respect of the matters specified in the 
Scbertile hereto ennexed; 

And whereas the Central Government consaiders it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers Ihe said dispute for adjudication to the In- 
dustrial Tribunal, Delhi, constituted under section 7A of the 
said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the management of Indian Airlines, De'hi 
is justified in removing Shi i Tara Chand 
Loader, from service with effect from 17-6-1974, 
and if not, to what relief is he entitled ? 

[No. L-l 1012(3)/75-D. 2(B)j 
wr° 2234 — tin: ftftfq ttper 4ft Tig $ fft 

sms fafftfer Pm ft tnft ftftirff trim 

Pet, ftfirsT fffttr mm w, 2 tftftftTT TfftfmT &ftrRf 4 t 

g^ffftftifniET, tftftftrr ujTftVift, Ptmrmmr^ 

pTftrsrftf ffftr TTft gnftinTf % tftar tp? wftfffw Pptk fa 4wre 

ft; 

u*R JET: ft^JT tnrpR m firm wit rggrPtwr % fftft fftfjfvR 
wrr rmsifft 

fffr; w, ^ftwrlfthk Prt<i rcftiE (t*r, 1947 (1947 47 14 ) 

4ft ETRT 7-T TTTT 1 0 ft) TTHTTT ( 1 ) 47 ( «t ) jjpr PTfT 

wfgrpff 47 tpfftr 47777 gff, ftqfffr 7R4TR 7)47 sft^ftftr^r ttfij -fOn 

tRstt WR^t Dmft ’Ikitftd xrfWrrt tft j)o 734 ^ftf, 

Pwu'rf i|iwiM9 ^4 em 14 ft ^ftiT tftr 7344 fftrnr 4ft 744 effi ng, tyi 
wft mrfftm ft fftft 4773ft $; i 

4>tT ftfitl 417444 fiET, ftpTCTf g-| rpeg-r 

2, tfMPW TfftftsRT sftTRT 47 TTeJlfnivi IMe|, tftftPTT 4T|T 
(ftHTTtffmrrtT ft SfWR 4ft «ft URo tSTRft, TT-fftfftg (wr) 
4ft 9 RPt, 1975 ft ^fft grfff ft) 47ftnf mftfftrr $ ? gfc ^ 
fft 447 4>ft4iR fftTT spjfffir 477 tPPIR ft ? 

[ffw IT>T(j-i4012/2/75-ftto-2 (fffo)] 

turn xpjm xrfirirrfr (fftftef) 


[Part IT— 

S.O. 2234. — Whereas the Central Government is of opin- 
ion that an industrial dispute exists between the employers 
in relation to the management of Messrs. Ivan Milutionovic 
Pirn, Capital Dredging Project No. 2, Directorate General 
of Naval Project Contractors, Naval Base Post, Visakhapat- 
nam and their workman in respect of the matter specified in 
the Schedule hereto annexed ; 

And, whereas the Cenlral Government considers it de- 
sirable (o refer the said dispute for adjudication ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 7A, and clause (d) of sub-scction (1) of section 10, 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribu- 
nal of which Shri T. Narsing Rao shall be the Presiding 
Officer, with headquarters at Hyderabad and refers the said 
dispute for adjudication to the said Tribunal. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of Messrs Ivan 
Milutinovic Pi m, Capital Dredging Project No. 2, 
Directorate General Naval Project Contractors, 
Naval Base Post, Visakhanatnam in retrenching 
Shri R. George, Sub-Clerk (Stores), wilh effect from 
9-3-1975 is justified? If not, to wh.il relief is the 
said workman entitled ? 

[No. L-14017. /2/75-D. 2 (B)| 
IIARBANS BAHADUR, Section Officer (Spl.) 

STtftjr 

7f fftRft, 29 TT, 197 5. 

49 o 4TT o 2 2 3 5 . — 77'. 4T747TT 7TET -477 , 47447777 ft 
ft W ftTJft374ft U"ff Tift 47f47ff ft ffW, fsR47 StpTfftfm 
V'THT.tt I Mftli; 2 6 4T 11 fftTA 7| J . 47714,71 1- 2 3 ffftr dvfUH 
ijfm gro wm: tpM, is, 4fm «w ffig, 47 htvtt- 4 3 4rfff 
74 ffVfftf.re fm Drwra-RT | ; 

ifftT tEt; 7344 ftnft3f4ft 4fk Tft«fr7ft ft ftfiftiftig; fw; 

afftrfm, 1947 (1947 47 14) 4ft ETTO 10-47 4ft TRUTH 

( 1 ) ft artfftr tr fftfisA 4 ttr tttt m fim ft) trrwm 
ft fftft fftffftff 4Rft 47 4HR 4R f*T7T $ ftftt 7477 srfftftm 4ft 
>7777 1 0-47 4ft TT-PTO (3) ft STtflT 444 RTSttmT 4P7R 4ft 

7T gfft ftHffT TTTTR ft) ftftf | ; 

5E7:, gft, TRT JTftTftm 4ft tTTTT 10-47 ft) 737-ETRT ( 3) ft 
^PJTRtr ft 7R4T7 TW 47TR ft), ft) Tft 2 5 ^4, ) 9 7 5 

ftf ftPTT 47, 71^5747 5147fftcT 1 

47TR 

(sftfttfw fwr 3TfuPm, 1 947 4ft ETR7 10-47 ft STtftff) 

ft ff)g 

TWTPft ft 4TIT: 

fffqftxft) 17 I ffftfftfV7 a r 4Rft arffr sff ft ° Off 0 JTppft, 

TTfftsp 474T47TTT htiu Upg, ^4147477, 
15, 1^4 ftlT, 474T47HT-1. 
4,'H.i0 4t jrPffftPm srrrft sf) gwr 42 ft, rqp uEru, 

4Tft 4M4.nr ftri >srfft47 ^firo i 

ft) 4T7T4ft JJ4T3ff, 

RRT Hfftg, ftlMM ijfftrpT 
«rra 4Td <fte 44ftr 1 

RffiTRf ft «f)T fffJRfft-Ptrr iffftrfw fsomr ftr fto fto iptf 
ftftfg 4147^44 (ftftffr) 47S7475TT ft RTWTRTff ft Erff fTftfjRT 4R% 
47 7fi4TRT 47TR fftgT UffT ft I 
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l. fai Mvi Fqqpurpr Fttt: 


2- fW? % qtfflTr qT fWI, 
fijf'rSr arqfrrfrrr ftopt m 
79^4 TT 9PT Tftz TFrr frt 
914 u Fro % : 


3 - qfe *F 9 ?riT wr f^TTt fr 

ar'frtffr | ffr sqVc m 
qfrt «r?rf frq quqqq qrrfqnr 
nr qrcf^Rff w srfafaftr'? 
qrrorr <fr <fr TTrrr qrn: 

4 . q^rTfarr 794:9 fr fq^frfm 

wfrwrfrr qfr msqr: 

5. Gtit arm qqrkq pt 9>tt- 

*99 94Tf9<T <?F) qr*T 94- 

qnrr wf qnorFrq : 


qfprsqT % f%3TRff, ftr 
T?nmT qror qra tv sropfa 
srqfrro If, % srtftq wffr qqtm 
% fqvrpr if *PTzf 97 Ftt-t- 
firfer qHqpfr, sPif^ *ft 
p 0 ifr o U | jj wl* ! (| , Fl F) '*'' 

(w ^M'^rYwq), ^ c fr° 

9 a qm, ( ^rqt fr%w-T ) 
frk «ft %o *fto qnr 
fri to { 'd -n (frrr ffrmrf'T ) 
qfr, 797 fqwFr fr qmq 
f^rimrr w 94 97 qqlTOffr % 
srfrrsrq % Ftt qfr- 

■■tv. frrtfr Itqfq *-ti gr-ir 

■qTfjrd I 

%-\ + n ( uv-PT TOT9, 1 5 ' 1 S -re 

'pstfttT'I fr frqu frpfrwr 
frtv 79% qnfqrrf) F^tto 
qrfrtfrtfrfq qte «rf97 

’jfqqTO 2 6 , 9T° JJjfrr 95 
til, 9r-pCTr-2 3 wit ^ 
’jffrqq 4tT qrmpp 9%4, 

1 5, 997 7T9 m, fTPfTTT- 

43 ira frpcrr mm 

wht qt# '-tffrp 9 F 999 , 

2 6, ST a TJtfrT spf tYj, 
T 794 TT- 2 3 frtr Sfrr 99 tjfrrqq 
srfTi 91779:9 mfr#, 1 5, mw 
7 far 'fry, qr^'+'dT- 4 3 . 

r-twr 40,00 0 


wfq 


tw*t stqqr qwrj- w. mr %f TKP-ffa 9J S9fr <frr qmr % 
*frd7 st ftqrt sts qKPrifrs fsRrq tot srrr y^wr yfrl, tsr i 
qfr jq sforq PTSTqpj ^ '4707: q-tra: 04 ft ihST sist aft steitotoit 
^ Farq fq^tw 7 ^ stw frlr qw q? srsq^rq; qr fq-q- 
•rnrqtq qro^r qfr pqow 5 'ffr 1 

q^trrft % {TOotur 


fqqtsffr stt qfqfqFErrq qr% 


ST^rfr qrr qFqFqFtraq qmr 
qrs : 


To/- q7a T^q o qtq’ff, qfqq, 
qrar^TOr qqq toto, 

'TT^T-Ti -fTT I 

p[ a/- qriirq ■qqsr, qsr qfqq, 
qTTOPrTT qrf >qFqq7 qfqqq I 
<f 0 /-sHTft •T'5nff, q^rqfqq, 
frrvTS 'jfqqq irtm qra:7 
qt-T q>Ffr 1 


TTOift: 

( 1 ) 50 /- *rrr^T 

( 2 ) %°j- »m^T 

qrfrw 1 » 7 5 

[frvrr tpT-3 20 ll/l/ 7 4 -qt a qns ST/tfr 
ITS jft/<F-4(tH] 
(frm) 


ORDER 

Hew Delhi, the 28th June, 1975 


S.O, 2235—: Whereas an industrial dispute exists 
between the employers in relation to the management of Cal- 
cutta Port Trust, Calcutta and their workmen as represented by 
Calcutta Port Shramik Union, 26, Dr. Sudhir Basu Road, 
Calcutta-23 and National Union of Water front Workers, 
15, Coal Dock Road, Calcutta-43; 

And, whereas, the said employers and their workmen have 
by a written agreement under sub-section (1) of section 10A of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), agreed to refer 
ilic said dispute to arbitration and have forwarded to the Central 
Government under sub-section (3) of section 10A of the said 
Act, a copy of the said arbitration agreement; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of sub-section (3) of section 
10A of the said Act, the Central Government hereby p ublishes 
lire said agreement which was received bv it on the 25th June 
1975. 

Agreement 

(Under Section 10A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947) 

Between 

Name of the Parties 

Representing employers : Shri. KL. N. Ganguly, 

Secretary, 

Calcutta Port Trust, Calcutta 
15, Strand Road, Calcutta-1, 

Representing workmen: Shri Makhan Chatterjee, 

General Secretary, 

Calcutta Port Shramik Union. 
Shri Janaki Mukherjoe, 
General Secretary, 

National Union of Waterfront 
Workers. 


It is hereby agreed between the parties to refer the following 
industrial dispute to the arbitration of K. K. Sharma, Regional 
Labour Commissioner (Central), Calcutta. 


(i) Specific matter in dispute. 


(ii) Details of the p arties to 
the disp ute including the 
name and aduress of the 
establishment or under- 
taking involved. 


What should be the Inter-sc- 
sen iority position under the 
principles of seniority as 
obtaining Under the Calcutta 
Port Trust of the following 
claimants viz,, Sh. A.K.Bhanjc 
Chowdhury, Clerk, (Upper 
Division Selection), Shri P.K. 
Chandra, (Upper Division 
Selection) and Shri K. C, 
Das, Clerk, (Upper Division 
Selection) working in the 
Land Manager’s Department 
for the purpose of promotion 
to the post of Head Clerk in 
the said Department. 

The Employers in relation to 
the Calcutta Port Trust, 15, 
Strand Road, Calcutta-1 and 
their workmen represented by 
th Calcutta Port Shramik 
Union, 26, Dr. Sudhir Basu 
Read, Calcutta-23 and the 
National Union of Water- 
front Workers, 15, Coal Dock 
Road, CaIculta-43. 
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(iii) Details of the workman 
in case he himself Is in- 
volved in the dispute or 
the name of the Union, 
If any, representing the 
workman or workmen in 
question: 

(iv) Total number of workmen 
employed in the under- 
taking affected : 


Calcutta Port Shramik Union, 
26, Dr, Sudhir Basu Road, 
Calcutta-23 and National 
Union of Waterfront Workers, 
15, Coal Dock Road, Cal- 
cutta-43. 


40,000 approximately 


(v) Estimated number of Three, 
workmen affected or likely 
to be affected by the 
dispute: 

The Arbitrator shall make his award within a period of 
six months or within such further time as Is extennad by mu- 
tual agreement between us in writing. In case the award 
is not made within the period aforementioned, the reference to 
arbitration shall stand automatically cancelled and the parties 
shall be free to negotiate for fresh arbitration. 


Signature of the parties 

Representing Employers : Sd/-K. N. Ganguly, 

Secretary, 

Calcutta Port Trust, Calcutta, 

Representing Workmen: Sd/-Makhan Chatterjce, 

General Secretary, 

Calcutta Port Shramik Union. 
So/- Janaki Mukherjee. 
National Union of Waterfront 
Workers. 

Witnesses : 

(1) Sd I- Illegible. 

(2) Sd/- Illegible. 

Datea: 26-5-75. 

[No.L-3201 1 /1/74— P&D/CMT/D -IV(A)] 


srrfrr 

WTO wrto 2236 — TT. 'FTFfTT 7fT7 MTlfT, TTfW % TWR 
ffttftTTTft tfk TdT vdfrrft * #r-r, farw Tlftfaftr?*' wmwti i 
tfU tjftm, wwfrr ftiTprrr wfa ttctoc 7+7 
TRWfrr TTffr Jf, mit xAeilhi r f<r<m fTOTFr t i 

xfrr 77 : ifd fatfTTrwf (fit; ft sftrfyfro fam srfft- 

fatR, 1947 ( 1947 «FT 14) 7ft STITT 10-W TT-STTTT ( l) 
ft anflT tpp ftrf^Tr btct tto front 7ft tnwrg % fa-tf 
frfftrd wr* ttt TfR wr Pror $ 777 arfferFTtm 7ft sra 

10-T 7ft ( 3) % SCiU 77T 7ft <*7 

^jfYtr ttwtt 7ft tf^y % ; 

SPT, SPT, TOT srfftfftTO 7ft HTTT 10-W 7ft 77-UTTT ( 3 ) 

* sT^nrw ft 7WT to TTSTrog tttt 7ft, ft“r 23 

sj»r, 1975 7ft fftnrr «rr, grrgjnrT TOrfro wnft $ 1 


WTIT 

(tfywyftTW fTOPT ilWm, 1947 7ft OTTT 10-7T * TftbT) 


'TWTTTff % TTT 


% «fr* 


«ft TTFTTft gwsff, WrafT 
-1*1101 tjpfdl SrtPi TTfTKT 
7*fft I 

Twrti % ttt fftwfftfft'T sfy«Vfror Front rft «fr %o % a 
rmf, ^gtq- wngro (^rnffir) , wfftr wngro (^Tfhr) i*rr TrRftnr 
12, ^Krfy FftSR, *77^1-7000 69 ^ 7TS7TO7 % ftTtr fftif- 
f tfd -t -1 77 tr^^ gin t *1 * fum i 777 ^ — 


1 - fftfftftree Fttut xjttt faro: 


2- fwr * 7W*T7ff 77 fsprfjr, 
ffttlft sWlftftpT TOW 4T 
™ 77 -PR flftt 7TTT Tfy 

ttfrTTflfTT t : 


rrft; 7T#77T F¥J f'T'TTT *1 

3. STRlftW $ ffy 3TOT TTO 4T 
trfft «f?rt thr siwpt wft- 

wrfr 77 iifftfftFswrTwr yft 

tfy 7777 sis : 

4. tmf’TTT if fmryfwd 

wmFRt wh |.<t wr ; 

5. f<PTPI ITO SPTTfipT m tHTT- 

®mr: twrfaiw 4Tty w4- 
FTty wff trrwRfd twrr: 


>rqT 'tttt 5T6tt thrsd w wmf- 
5PT t «F Pfts fVrfTR. rnff WT 

4 -T-f 4i<4 % f-TV Wt 1 ! M*l 1 1 -1 

t ptr trt% ijt, tft faipy 
74: tjfsm ( 4,4 srpy , nf^' xftr 
Ttf nrh % ftpr T4T WT«y- 
Tfl'hT ^tqy tnfjt# ? 
fFPFrrr qypr rgro, 1 5 
tTw, wwnT-i fr rnisr fW- 

w 'rfht ^rr% nf,-qifp-t sr«rfej 
gw thrift twp nlr ntm- 
7TT, fWT JrftrfftfWA w- 
wttr *71^ sfftm tjffttrr, 2 6, 
»to gtftr qg ftr, ifpwn- 
23 SftT ftWFPT tjftm TTfT) 
TRIM I 5, WftT rfor 
fyr, 7t?rwr-4 3 WTtfy I I 
fir wTrn Tte trfftw 4 fa 4 4 , 
26, *To gtftr stg, -ftT, 
WtptTTT-23, hr ftvPffT Tjfa4l 
sm; mrorc- 1 5 , 

fi'hT itw tit v?r<w- 4 3 
wn 42,000 

trnmr 900 


RS7f7 to ‘hriB' w: tTPr tft rrrtmrftr *rr ^ iftx tt 77 
% vftdr Sfr ^riT sfttr TrtrqdTF wtr tft jt^ttt sq#, 

^TT I 37TT TfhsrfWA rtrtTPtfft % sfyiTT WT fspTT ^TT^T 
?ft TTSTftPf % far# fh^fT tTA: Xi fft 4nft7T ftfr; ?7 JTTSTWg 
^ ffto 4T?f7yq s* -.4 rft mi-s qli 1 

TSWTTt % WTWT 

fttiftTwi wr TffrfftfS77 wrft f»/- ^o rnfo rrprsft, ft^y, 
4 W : TttTTtTT 7TT-T *7TfT I 

wqwiO rrr sfirfftfspr wtft 50 /- to qfraftrr, 

7T% : WITT '-fftw gfa44 I 

fro/- 4rt74fi' gruff, tqn tifspr, 
ftwTT gfqqq srra ttstwi- 
A'h# 1 


fmftprwy wt tffhfarsi?e wrft sft ^0 gro trfg^y, 

errft : ttRtt, twwwt tw tut • 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA ; 


ORDER. 

S.O. 2236. — WHEREAS an industrial dispute exists 
between the employers in relation to the Calcutta Port Trust 
Calcutta and their workmen represented by the Calcutta Port 
Shramik Union, Calcutta and the National Union of Water- 
front Workers, Calcutta. 

AND WHEREAS, the said employers and their workmen 
have by a written agreement under sub-section (l) of section 
10A of the Industrial Disputes Act.. 1947 04 of '947), 
agreed to refer the said dispute to arbitration and have forwarded 
to the Central Government under sub section (3) of section 10A 
of the said Act, a copy of the said arbitration agreement; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in pursuance of sub-section (3) of 
sec. ion 10 A of the said Act, the Central Government hereby 
publishes the said agreement which was received by it on the 
23rd June, 1975. 

AGREEMENT 

(Under Section 10A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947) 


Name of parties Between 


Representing Employers ; Shri K. N. Ganguly, 

J-ccrctary. Calcutta Port Trust. 

esenting Workmen: SI ri Maklrn Chatterjoe; 

General Secretary, 

Calcutta port Shramik Union 
St ri Janaki Mukherjce, 
General Secretary, National 
Union of Waterfront Workers. 

It is hereby agreed between the parties to refer the following 
industrial dispute to tic arbitration of SI ri K. K. Sharma. 
Regional Labour Commissioner (Central), Office of the Regional 
Labour Commissioner (Central), 12, Chowringhee Square, 
Calcutta-700069. 

(i) Specific matters in dispute; Is there any justification for 

creating posts of Junior 
Clerk in the office of the Port 
Security Organisation and if 
so, how many such posts 
should be created and what 
should be the procedure for 
filling them7 

(ii) Details of the parties to The Employer in relation to the 
dispute including the name Calcutta Port Trust, 15, Strand 
and address of the establi- Road, Calcutta-1 and their 
shment or undertaking workmen viz. Security Guards 

involved: and Jamndars represented 

by the Calcutta Port Shramik 
Union 26, Dr. S.idhir Basu 
Road, Calcutta-23 and the 
National Union of Water- 
front Workers, 15, Coal Dock 
Road, Calcutta-43, 

(iii) Name of the workman The Calcutta Port Shramik 

in case he himself is in- Union, 26, Dr, Sudfir Basu 

volved in the dispute or Road, Calcutta-23. The Na- 

the name of the Union, tlonal Union of Waterfront 

if any, representing the Workers, 15, Coal Dock 

workmen in question : Road, Calcutta-43. 

(iv) Total number of workmen 42,000 approximately, 
employed in the under- 
taking affected : 

(v) Estimated number of 900 approximately, 
workmen affected or 
likely to be affected by 
the dispute: 

The Arbitrator shall make his award within a period of 

six months or within such further time as is extended by mutual 
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agreement between us in writing. In case the award 
is not made within the period above-mentioned, the 
reference to arbitration shall stand automatically cancelled and 
we shall be free to negotiate for fresh arbitration, 

Signature of the Parties 

Representing Employers ; SI/- K, N- Ganguly, Secretary, 

Calcutta Port Trust, 

Representing Workmen : Sl/-Makhan Chatterjee; 

General Secretary, Clacutta 
Port Shramik Union. 

Sd/- Janaki Mukherjoe, 

General Secretary, National 
Union of Waterfront Workers. 
Dated, the 19th May, 1975. 

Witness : 

(1) Sd/- Illegible. 

(2) Sd/- Illegible. 

[No. L-32013/1/75-DTV (A)] 

New Delhi, the 3rd July, 1975 

S.O. 2237. — Whereas Award Part 1 of the the Industrial 
Tribunal, Bombay, dated the 4th August, 1970, in the in- 
dustrial dispute between the employers m relation to the man- 
agement of Messrs Harish Kumar and Company (Private) 
Limited, Bombay and their workmen was published in the 
Gazette of India, Part II, Section 3 Sub-Section (ii) with 
the Notification of late Ministry of Labour, Employment 
and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employment) 
number S, O. 2991, dated the 12th September, 1970; 

And whereas Award-Part II, dated the 31st December, 

1973 together with Further Order, dated the 31st January, 

1974 was received by the Central Government on the 6th 
Fubruary, 1974 with a request that the said Award-Part II 
shall not be published until the hearing and final disposal 
of the Miscellaneous Petition No. 787 of 1970 then pending 
before the High Court of judicature at Bombay; 

And whereas the Central Government has now been in- 
formed that permission has been given by the High Court to 
the petitioner in Miscellaneous Petition No. 787 of 1970 for 
withdrawing (he said petition; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947, (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following Award-Part II of the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal No. 2, Bombay, in the said 
industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Messrs Harish Kumar and Company (Private) 
Limited, Bombay and their workmen. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 2, BOMBAY 
Reference No. CGIT-2/17 of 1969 

Employers in relation to the management of M/s, Harish 
Kumar & Co. Pvt. Ltd., Bombay. 

AND 

Their workmen. 

PRESENT: 

Shri N. K. Vani, Presiding Officer. 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Employers : Shri D. O. Sanghvi, Advocate. 
For the Workmen : Shri H. K. Sowani, Advocate. 
Industry : Ports and Docks. 

State : Maharashlra. 

Bombay, dated the 31st December, 1973. 

AWARD : PART II 

By order No. 29/57/69-Fuc. 11, dated 30th October, 1969 
the Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour, Em- 
ployment and _ Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and 
Employment) in exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
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(d) of sub-section (1) of Section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) referred to this Tribunal 
for adjudication an industrial dispute existing between the 
employers in relation to the management of M/s. Harish 
Kumar Co. Pvt, Ltd., Bombay and their workmen in 
respect of the matters specified in the schedule as men- 
tioned below: — 

“SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of M/s. Harish Kumar A Co. Pvt. 
Ltd., 7, Noble Chambers, Parsi Bazar Street, Fort 
Bombay-1 in dismissing S/Shri S. A. Kotian, M. V. 
Kulkarni and Shri Umesh S. Siryan from their 
service with effect from 7th May, 1 969 is justified? 
If not, to what relief the workmen are entitled?” 

2. On the receipt of the reference by this Tribunal 
notices were issued to the parties. Jn pursuance of the 
notice both the parties appeared before me and filed their 
written statements. The chairman for Harish Kumar & Co. 
Pvt. Ltd., has filed written statement at Ex. 1 /E raising pre- 
liminary objections. Shri S. R. Kulkarni, Secretary, Trans- 
port and Dock Workers’ Union has filed written statement 
on merit at Ex. 2/W. 

3. As M/s. Harishkumar & Co. Pvt. Ltd,, Bombay (here- 
inafter referred to as 'the company’) raised preliminary 
objections, this reference was fixed for hearing preliminary 
objections. After recording evidence and hearing the argu- 
ments of the parties, Part-I award as mentioned below was 
given by me on 4-8-1970. 

“ORDER 

(i) It is hereby declared that the present reference made 
to this Tribunal by the Central Government is 
legal, valid and tenable. 

(ii) Award Part-I is made accordingly. 

(iii) Reference be fixed for taking further steps by the 
parties. 

(iv) No order as to costs.” 

4. The company has preferred a Petition before the High 
Court of Bombay bearing Misc. Petition No. 787 of 1970. 
The same petition has been admitted and pending in the 
Honourable High Court. 

5. The Company has filed written statement on merit at 
Ex. 6/E. 

6. According to the Secretary, Transport and Dock Work- 
ers’ Union Bombay (hereinafter referred to as ‘the Union’) 
(Ex. 2/W) 

(i) S/Shri M. V. Kulkarni, S. A. Kotian and U. S. Siryan 

were employed as Customs and Dock Clerks by 
the Company. These workmen were informed by 
a Circular dated 2-1-1969 signed by Shri K. B. 
Seth, the Chairman of the Company that they 
were required to submit their reports every two 
hours of their work done and also inform the 
chairman what they had got for "the next day to 
start with. The Circular further stated that if any 
of the employee fails to carry out the require- 
ments of the circular, they would be fined Rs. 2/- 
per day for every interval of two hours. 

(ii) Shri Kotian as well as Shri Kulkarni by their letters 

dated 28-1-1969 wrote to the company informing 
them that they would certaintly abide by the advice 
given by the company and carry out the instructions 
given to them. They, however, added that they should 
be supplied a note which should be signed by the 
responsible Officer of the company to the effect that 
they had approached the company with tire report 
every two hours. This they said, would serve as a 
sort of proof that they had carried out the instruc- 
tions of the company. The workmen simultaneously 
reported the matter to the Union of which they 
were members and requested him to inform the 
company that they were being unnecessarily harassed. 
Accordingly, the Union wrote a letter on 28-1-1969 
informing the company that their requisition that the 


staff should report to the company evey two hours 
of the work done by them or else they would be 
fined Rs. 2/- per day, for every interval of two 
hours, was nothing but an act of unfair labour 
practice. The order was also vague and illegal and 
the Union requested the company to withdraw the 
said order or circular. 

(iii) When the company received this letter from the 
Union as well as the letters sent by the workmen, 
namely, S/Shri Kotian and Kulkarni, the company 
did not allot them any work and also did not allow 
them to sign the muster roll. They were also not 
ptffd for the month of January 1969. They, therefore, 
approached the Union and requested the Union to 
take up the matter with the Asstt. Labour Commis- 
sioner. Accordingly, the Union wrote a letter dated 
14-2-1969 to the Asstt. Labour Commissioner (C), 
pointing out that S/Shri Kulkarni, Kotian as well 
as Shri Umesh S. Siryan were not paid their salaries 
for the month of January 1969. The Union requested 
the Conciliation Officer to intervene and persuade the 
management to pay the salaries to the workers. The 
Conciliation Officer called the representatives of the 
management for negotiations on several occasions 
but the representatives of the company did not attend 
while the representatives of the Union attended 
every meeting conveyed by the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner. At the meeting held on 19-3-1969, 
Shri S. V. Gole, Advocate appeared for the manage- 
ment and Shri Shaikh, Asstt. Secretary of the union 
appeared for the workers. The Advocate on behalf 
of the company was told that the workmen were not 
given work from about 27-1-1969 though they went 
for work every day. They were not allowed to sign 
the muster roll. 

The advocate of the company stated that the manage- 
ment wanted to take action against the employees 
but he admitted that no order of suspension was 
issued to the employees. He further stated that 
within about a week the management proposed to 
issue charge-sheets to the employees and the 
management may suspend them from work. On the 
question of payment of salaries the Advocate stated 
that he would consult the management regarding 
the full payment to be made to the 'workers. 

(iv) After this meeting was held the two workmen viz. 
Shri Kotian and Shri Kulkarni received charge- 
sheets dated 25-3-1969 in which several vague alle- 
gations were made against them. The allegations 
were that they were guilty of wilful insubordina- 
tion and also of rude conduct with other members 1 
uf staff, They were told that an enquiry would be 
held in the office of the company on 31-3-1969. 
They were also suspended pending enquiry. The 
workmen, viz, S/Shri Kotian and Kulkarni replied 
to the said charge-sheets denying that they had 
committed any act of misconduct as alleged in the 
charge-sheets. They said that the charges were 
very vague and no incidences have been cited in 
support of or clarifying the charges. They stated 
that this was an act of deliberate harassment. They 
were not paid their wages for the months of Janu- 
ary and February, 1969. They had already ap- 
proached the Union as well as the Asstt. Labour 
Commissioner. Because they had done so, the 
management wanted to take action against them 
which was nothing but an act of victimisation. 
They also stated that they were prohibited from 
signing the muster-roll from 28-1-1969. The order 
or suspension was an after thought. It was a glar- 
ing example of victimisation. 


(v) The management after receiving the said reply to 
the charge-sheets duted 28-3-1969, informed the 
workmen that an enquiry would be held on 
4-4-1969. They were not allowed to be represented 
by the Officer of the Union. The workmen attend- 
ed the office at the time of enquiry but really no 
enquiry was held and they were asked to go. 

fvi) The action of the company in dimissing the work 
men S/Shri Kotian, Kulkarni nnd Siryan with effect 
from 7-5-1969 is not only unjustifiable but is also 
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illegal. They are entitled to the relief of reinstate- 
ment with full back wages for the period of their 
forced unemployment. 

(vtl) The action in dismissing the employees is an act ol 
unfair labour practice and victimisation. The work- 
men were given unreasonable and impracticable in- 
structions to report about their work every two 
hours, otherwise they would be imposed a fine of 
Rs. 2 per day for every interval of two hours. 
This circular of the company is an deliberate act 
of harassment and cannot be justified on any rea- 
sonable ground. Doth Shri Kulkarni and Shri 
Kotian expressed their willingness in writing to obey 
the instructions. but they wanted that the per- 
son, to whom they had to report after every two 
hours should give them a. note acknowledging that 
they had to reported. This was required to show 
that they had complied with the requisition of the 
management, This request of the employees was 
very reasonable and the employer was unjustified 
in refusing this reasonable request. 

(vliil Tbe dismissal of the employees is illegal because 
the employees were not given work since 28-1-1969 
and when they reported to the Asstt. T.abour Com- 
missioner Ihroligh their Union, the Advocate who 
represented the company admitted that they were 
not given any order of suspension but the company 
wanted to issue charge-sheets against them. Thus 
the present dismissal order is given only with an 
intention to regularise the already illegal act of the 
company. By giving charge-sheets and holding a 
farce of the enquiry’ the company wanted to show 
that they had followed the principles of natural 
justice and that their action was legal. This, how- 
ever. is not correct because the entire intention of 
the company was to victimise the workmen. 

fix ) 77ie company has failed to give a proper charge- 
sheet to the workmen indicating the circumstances 
nlleeed against them and also given the various 
incidences of commissions and omissions with re- 
gard to which the charges have been framed 1 . The 
charge-sheet is, therefore, vague and cannot be 
acted upon. 

(x) The enquiry was also illegal because tbe workmen 
were not allowed to lead their evidence or to cross- 
examine. the witnesses of the company. Tn fact no 
person was examined in the presence of the En- 
quirv Officer T- notes of enquiry were not given 
(o the workmen though they made a specific request 
in this behalf. 

(xi) As the dismissal orders dated 7-5-1969 issued against 
the workmen are illegal and improper and unjusti- 
fied. the workmen be reinstated with continuity of 
service and back wages. 

7. According to the. Chairman of the Company Ex. 6/E: — 


(ii) Shri Shanker Kotian was in the employment of the 
company since 13-7-1951, as a Peon. His monthly 
salary was Rs. 212. In spite of repeated warnings 
and tendering apologies orally and in writing in the 
past, he presisted in indulging in activities detrimen- 
tal to the office discipline in collusion and the com- 
plicity with Shri M. V. Kulkarni such as insubordina- 
tion, rude conduct and excess spending of company’s 
funds contrary to (he instructions of the management. 

(iii) On or about 28-1-1969 Shri Kotian was reprimanded 
by the Chairman of the company. He was informed 
that an enquiry would be held against him. On 
account of "this Shri Kotian stopped attending 
office of the company from 30 1-1969. As he did 
not come to office upto 25-3-1969, the company 
sent a letter on 25-3-1969, and held enquiry on 
4-4-1969. Shri Kotian in fact attended the enquiry. 
During the enquiry, he was found guilty. He was 
therefore dismissed by the company’s letter dated 
7-5-1969. The order of dismissal is quite legal and 
proper. He was given all the opportunities to ex- 
plain the misconduct alleged against him in the 
charge-sheet and to cross-examine the witnesses. 

fiv) On not reporting for work from 30-1-1969 he was 
dismissed 1 from service after having suspended him 
pending enquiry from 25-3-1969. The dismissal 
letter relates back to the date of the charge-sheet 
dated 25-3-1969. 

(v) Shri Umesh Siryan was in the employment of the 
company since 1-9-1968. His monthly salary was 
initially Rs. 100 and later on it was increased to 
Rs, 125/-. Shri Siryan received his salary of Janu- 
ary 1969 on 13-2-1969 but he refused to sign the 
receipt in token of receipt of the salary for January 
1969. From 15-2-1969 without any intimation to 
the company Shri Siryan stopped reporting for 
work. Dn or from 15-2-1969 Shri Siryan has thus 
voluntarily abandoned the services of the company. 

(vi) The intention of the company in circulating the cir- 
cular was to ensure discipline and proper working 
in the company. 

fvii) The company denies all the allegations made by the 
workmen in their statements regarding charges, en- 
quiry etc. and contends that the workmen are not 
entitled to any relief or any back wages full or 
otherwise. 

8. The documents produced on behalf of the workmen are 
as follows: — 

(i) letter dated 9-5-1966 from Shri Kotian, Ex. 7/W. 

(ii) Tetter dated 28-2-1967 from Shri Kotian to Shri K. 
B. Sheth, Ex. 8/W. 

(iii) letter dated 28-1-1969 from Shri Kotian to M/s. 
Harishkumar and Co. Pvt. Ltd., Ex. 9/W. 


(i) Shri M. V. Kulkarni was in the employment of the 
company since 22-11-1956. His monthly salary 
was Rs. 215. In spite of repeated warnings, he 
persisted in rude and adamant attitude towards the 
company and the senior members of the staff in 
collusion and the complicity with Shri Shankar Ko- 
tian one of the workmen. He adopted a policy of 
slow-down and obstruction with an intention to 
cause loss to the management, On or about 
28-1-1969 he was asked to surrender his dock pass 
He did so on demand. From the next day onward 5 
he stopped renorting for work. As he did not 
come upto 25-3-1969, the company sent n letter to 
him on 25-3- 1969. Bv the said letter, he was called for 
enquiry on 4-4-1969. Fe attended the enquiry. As a 
result of the said enquiry he was found euiltv. Hr 
was therefore dismissed from service by letter dated 
7-5-1969. Tbe dismissal ordei was passed again-t 
Shri Kulkarni after giving charge-sheet and holding 
enauiry. He was given all ihe opportunities to ex- 
plain the misconduct alleged against him in the 
charge-sheet and to cross-examine the witnesses. 


(iv) Letter dated 31-3-1969 from Harishkumar & Co. 
Pvt, ltd. to Shri Kotian. Ex. 10AV. 

fv) letter dated 7-5-1969 from the Chairman Harish- 
kumar ic Co. Pvt. Ltd. to Shri Kotian, Ex. 11/W. 

(vi) Letter dated 9-5-1969 from Shri Kotian lo M/s. 
Harishkumar & Co. Pvt. Ltd., E.x. 12 /W. 

(vii) Tetter dated 25-3-1969 from the Chairman, Harish- 
kumar & Co. Pvt. Ltd. to Shri Kotian, Ex. I3/W. 

fviii) Letter dated 26-3-1969 from the Chairman. Harish- 
kumar & Co. Pvt. Ltd. to Shri Kotian, Ex. 14/W. 

(ix) Tetter dated 28-3-1969 from ITarishhumar A Co. 
Pvt. Ltd. to Shri Kotian. Fx. 15/W. 

(x) Copy of Circular dated 2-1-1969. Ex. 16/W. 
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(xi ) Letter dated 31-3-1969 from Shri Kotian to M/s. 
Harishkumar & Co. Pvt. Ltd,, Ex. 17/W. 

(xii ) Letter dated 16-5-1969 from the Secretary Trans- 
port and Dock Workers' Union, Bombay to the 
Asstt, I.abour Commissioner (C), Bombay, Ex. 
18/W. 

(xiii) Letter dated 14-2-19 69 from the Secretary, Transport 
and Dock Workers’ Union to the Asstt. Labour 
Commissioner (C), Bombay, Ex. 19 /W. 

(xiv) Letter dated 28-1-196 9 from the Secretary, Transport 
and Dock Workers’ Union to M/s. llnrish- Kumar 
and Co. Pvt., Ex. 20 fW, 

(xv) Medical certificate dated 15-^-1971 issued to Smt. 
Vasanthi S. Kotian, wife of Shanker A. Kotian at 
Ex. 22/W. 

(xvi) Evidence of Shri S. A. Kotian before me at Ex. 
24 /W. 

(xvil) Letter dated 9-5-1969 from Shri M. V. Kulkarni 
to M/s. Harishkumar and Co. Pvt. Ltd., Ex. 25/W. 

(xviii) Letter dated 25-3-196 9 from the Chairman, Hari- 
shkumar and Co. Pvt. Ltd., Bombay to Shri M. V. 
Kulkarni, Ex. 26 /W. 

(xlx) Letter dated 28-3-1969 from M/s Harishkumar and 
Co. Pvt. Ltd. to Shri M. V. Kulkarni, Ex. 27 /W. 

(xx) Letter dated 28-3-1969 from Shri S. R. Kulkarni to 

M/s. Harishkumar and Co. Pvt. Ltd., Bombay Ex. 
28 /W. 

(xxi) Shri M. V. Kulkarni has given evidence at Ex. 
31/W. 

(xxii) Shri Umesh Siryan has given evidence at Ex. 32/W 
and produced two documents at Ex. 33/W and 34/W. 


9. The Company has produced documents as mentioned 
below:— 

(i) Enquiry papers in respect of Shri S. A. Kotian 
at Ex. 21/E. 

(ii) Article of agreement regarding flat to Shri Kotian, 
Ex. 23 /E. 

(iii) Warning dated 19-12-1968 from the Chairman, 
Harishkumar and Co. Pvt. Ltd. to Shri M. V. Kul- 
karni, F.x. 29 /E. 

(iv) Letter dated 28th January 1969 to M/s Harishkumar 
and Co. Pvt. Ltd., Bombay, Ex, 30/E. 

(v) Enquiry papers regarding Kulkarni, Ex. 35/E. 

(vi) Letter dated 25-3-1969 from M/s Harishkumar and 
Co. Pvt. Ltd., to Shri S. Umesh Siryan alongwith 
registered envelope, Ex. 36/E. 

(vii) The Chairman Shri K. B. Sheth has examined him- 
self at Ex. 38/E. 


(viii) Evidence of Smt. Shante Ramesh Manjrekar, Ex. 
39/E. 

10. From the pleadings and documents the following 
points arise for decision in this reference. 

(i) Whether the inquiries held against S/Shri S. A, 

Kotian, and M. V. Kulkarni on 4-4-1969 were 
proper and fair7 

(ii) Whether the principles of natural justice were violat- 

ed in these enquiries? 

(iii) Whether the enquires are vitiated? 


(iv) Whether on evidence before me the action of 

the company in dismissing S/Shri S. A. Kotian 
and M. V. Kulkarni can be justified? 

(v) Whether Shri Siryan was dismissed without notice 

and enquiries? 

(vi) To what relief are they entitled? 

(vii) What order? 

11. My findings are as follows 

(1) No. 

(ii) Yes. 

(iii) Yes. 

(iv) No. 

(v) Yes. 

(vi) As mentioned in the judgement. 

(vii) As per order. 

REASONS 

Point No. i to iii 

12. The company held departmental enquiries against 
S/Shri S. A. ’Kotian and M. V. Kulkarni on 4-4-1969. 

13. Charges against Shri S. A. Kotian contained in letter 
dated 25-3-1969, Ex. 13/W were as follows :— 

“(a) Absence without leave for more than eight con- 
secutive days: 

(b) Wilful insubordination and disobedience of the 
reasonable orders of the superiors; 

(c) Intentional misbehaviour and rude conduct wilk 
other members of the staff; 

(o') Careless spending of Company’s founds contrary 
to the instructions of the management.” 

14. Charges against Shri M. V, Kulkarni contained in letter 
dated 25-3-1969, Ex. 26 /W were as follows ■ 

“(1) Wilful Insubordination and disobedience of reason- 
able orders of the superiors. 

(2) Intentional misbehaviour and rude conduct with 
other members of the staff. 

(3) Deliberate slow down in disposal of office work. 

(4 ) Deliberately auopting the policy of obstruction with 
an intention to cause loss to the management." 

15. Shri S. A. Kotian by his letter dated 3E3-1969 Ex. 

| 17/W and Shri M. V. Kulkarni by his letter dated 28-3-1969 

Ex, 28 /W denied the charges saying that all the charges were 
vague and without any foundation and that they were with 
ulterior motives, as they had joined the union. 

16. During the departmental enquiry one Shri Desai was 
the Enquiry Officer. During the enquiry Shri K. B, Sheth, 
the Chairman of the company who was the complainant 
was sitting in the enquiry room right from the beginning till 
the end. The Enquiry Officer recorded mixed statements 
of Shri Sheth and the employee concerned. No other wit- 
nesses were examined, 

17. Enquiry Papers in respect of Shri S. A. Kotian are 
produced at Ex. 21 /E. Enquiry papers in respect of 
Shri M. V. Kulkarni are produced at Ex. 35/E. 

18. A perusal of charges Ex. 13/W against Shri S. A. 
Kotian and Ex, 26/W in respect of Shri M. V. Kulkarni refer- 
red to above shows that they are vague and indefinite. Specific 
instance giving rise to a particular charge were not mentioned. 
Both the employees were not furnished with concern of 
material in support of the charges, They were not informed 
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regarding the evidence by which the accusation against 
them was to be support. 

19. In the case between Meenglass Tea Estate and its 
workmen reported in 1963, II, LU, page 392, their Lord- 
ships of the Supreme Court have observed as follows : — - 

“it is an elementary principle that a person who is 
required to answer a charge must know not only 
the accusation bu also the testimony by which the 
accusation is supported. He must be given a fair 
chance to bear the evidence in support and to put 
such relevant questions by way of cross-examination 
as he desires. Then ho must be given a chance to 
rebut the evidence led againstt him. This is the 
barest requirement of an enquiry of this character 
and this requirement must be substantially fulfilled 
before the results of the enquiry can be accepted," 

20. In the case between Northern Railway Co-operative 
Credit Society Ltd. and Industrial Tribunal, Jaipur and an- 
other reported in 1967, II LLJ, page 46, their Lordships of 
the Supreme Court have observed as follows : — 

“The respondent has not been furnished with concern of 
materials in support of the charges. The mere 
fact that he did not appear on the date fixed for 
enquiry will nol satismy the requirements of the 
principles of natural justice that he should have 
been told of the details of the charges and the 
material available in support thereof.” 

21. It is clear from the above two rulings that the princi- 
ples of natural justice require that the person against whom 
accusation is made should not only know the accusation 
made against him but he should also be informed about the 
evidence available in support of the accusation. In the pre- 
sent case, the charges framed against both the employees 
were vague at I the evidence in support of the charges was 
not given alongwith chargesheets sent to the employees. 
Hence the principles of natural justice were violated in this 
case. 

22. Shri K. B. Sheth, Chairman of the company who was 
the complainant in both the enquiries admits in his evidence, 
Ex. 38 /E before me as follows : — 

“Mr. Desai conducted the enquiry. Mr. Desai was not 
given any appointment letter appointing him as 
enquiry officer. I had instructed him to hold the 
enquiry, f was also present during the enquiry through 
out, 1 remained present during enquiry to enable 
Mr. Desai to ask any question to me if necessary. 

I was the complainant in each enquiry. I think M.. 
Kotian was examined first during enquiry. After 
Kotian gave his evidence, 1 gave replies whene'er 
Desai asked me questions. Mr. Desai reduced my 
replies in writing. Mr. Desai noted down my rep- 
lies. I have not got the notings made by Desai 
in his handwriting. Copies produced in the court 
are signed by Mr, Desai. 

Q. Is it a fact that the workers hud asked for the 
copies of the notes made by Mr. Desai? 

A. Probably they had asked for the copies after 
their dismissal T did not supply the copies of notices 
of the enquiry to the employees, as the workers 
had not signed the notes of the enquiry made by 
Desai and as they were dismissed copies of the 
notes of the enquiry were not supplied. 

Notes of (he enquiry produced in the court are not 
fabricated. They are correct, notes." 

23. It appears from the evidence of Shri Sheth referred 
to above that Shri Desai had recorded statements during 
the enquiry in his own handwriting. Those enquiry papers 
which are in the handwriting of Shri Desai have not been 
produced before me. Only typed copies bearing the sig- 
nature of Shri Desai are produced before me. The typed 
copies do not bear the signatures of the employees. They 
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bear the signature of Shri Desai who is now dead. The 
employees do not admit these enquiry papers as correct. 

24. In the absence of original enquiry papers in the hand 
writing of Shri Desai and the typed copies not bearing the 
signatures of the employees, there cannot be any guarantee 
about the correctness of the enquiry papers produced before 
me. 

25. Shri Sanghvi, learned advocate for the company con- 
tends thut production of typed copies of original hand-script 
recorded during the enquiry docs not make the enquiry irregu- 
lar and illegal, fn support of this he refers on the ruling of 
the Supreme Court in the case between Pure Drinks (Private) 
Ltd. and Kjrat Singh Maungatt and another reported in 1971, 
It, LLJ, page 99. This ruling lays down as follows ; — 

“The fact that the statements recorded at the domestic 
enquiry were taken down in shorthand notes and 
were signed by the witnesses later on when they 
were transcribed in long hand and typed could not 
make the enquiry malnfide or irregular or impro- 
per.” 

26. The facts of the case relied upon by Shri Sanghvi 
referred to above do not apply to the facts of the case which 
I am deciding. In the present case statements were not taken 
down in shorthand. Moreover the typed copies porduced 
before me do not bear the signature of the workmen. 

27. A perusal of the enquiry papers Ex. 21 /E and Ex. 35/E 
shows that the enquiry officer Shri Desai has not followed 
proper procedure in recording the statement. The procedure 
followed by the enquiry officer was highly irregular, illegal 
and unnatural. He has not recorded the statement of the 
complainant first and then the employees concerned, what he 
has done is that he has recorded mixed statements of the com- 
plainant and the employees concerned. This has vitiated 
the enquiry as the principles of natural justice have not been 
followed. 

28. It appears from Ex. 21/E and Ex. 3J/E that Shri Desai 
finished the enquiry against S/Shri S. A. Kotian and M. V. 
Kulkarni on 4-4-1969 and gave his findings on2J-4~1969 and 
recommended that the employees concerned should be dis- 
missed from service as the charges levelled against them were 
held proved. 

29. By letters dated 7th May 1969 S/Shri S. A. Kotian and 
M. V. Kulkarni were informed by the Chairman, of the Com- 
pany that they were dismissed from service. 

30. It appears from the record that before dismissing S/Shri 
Kotian and Kulkarni the Chairman liad not issued noti- 
ces to them for showing cause as to why they should not be 
dismissect from service. It means that both the employees 
i.c. S/Shri Kotian and Kulkarni were dismissed from service 
without giving them opportunity for showing cause as to why 
they should not be dismissed from service. As they were 
not heard before passing the order of dismissal and as their 
length of service was not taken into consideration this 
amounts to violation of the principles of natural justice. 

31. S/Shri Kotian and Kulkarni had requested the com- 
pany to allow them to be defended Ivy the Union officials 
by their letters dated 31-3-1969 and 28-3-1969 respectively. 
The company informed S/Shri Kotian end Kulkarni by letters 
dated 21-3-1969 (Ex. 10/W) and 28-3-1969 (Ex. 27 /Wj 
respectively that their request for allowing them to be de- 
fended by the Union officials cannot be allowed as it was 
a domestic affair. 

32. Shri Sanghvi, learned advocate for the company con- 
tends that the workmen against whom enquiry is being held 
by the management hus no right to be represented at such 
enquiry by a representative of his union. In support of 
this contention he relics on the ruling of the Supreme Court 
in the case between Kalindi (N) and other and Tata Loco- 
motive and Engineering Company Ltd., Jamshedpur, reported 
in 1960, If, LLJ, page 228. 

33. It is true that in view of the ruling relied upon by Shri 
Sanghvi the workmen against whom enquiry is being held 
has no right to be represented by the representative of the 
Union though of course an employer in his discretion can 
and may allow his employee to avail himself of such assis- 
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tanee. But the management's action in refusing the employ- 
ees to be represented by the union officials appears to be 
harsh. It shows its harsh attitude towards its employees. 
After all employees have no legal knowledge and it is but 
natural that they should be allowed to be represented by 
someone. 

34. On the admission of Shri Sethi, the Chairman of the 
company in his evidence Ex 38/E before me it is clear that 
Shri Desai who conducted the enquiry was not given appoint- 
ment letter appointing him as Enquiry Officer and that 
Shri Sheth had instructed him to hold enquiry. What Shri 
Sheth wants to say is that he had given oral order to Shri 
Desai to hold enquiry. 

35. It is contended by the workmen that Shri Desai was 
the man of the company, that he was under the influence 
of Shri Sheth and that on account of this he made only a 
show of enquiry without conducting a proper and fair enquiry. 

36. Shri Sanghvi contends that mere fact that Shri Desai 
was the Officer of the Company will not make the enquiry 
bad. In support of this contention he relies on the Supreme 
Court ruling in the case between Saran Motors (Private) Ltd., 
New Delhi and Vishwanath and another reported in 1964, II, 
LLJ, page 139. This rilling lays down as follows : — 

“It is well-known that enquiries of this type are generally 
conducted by the officers of the employer and in 
the absence of any special individual bias attri- 
butable to a particular officer, It has never been 
held that the enquiry is bad just because it is con- 
ducted by an officer of the employer.” 

37. In the present case the enquiry does not become bad 
limply because it was conducted by Shri Desai, who wai the 
officer of the company. 

38. In short, it is clear from the above discussions that 
the two enquiries in question were not proper and fair, that 
the priciples of natural justice were violated in holding the 
enquiry and that the same are vitiated. Hence my findings 
on point Nos. i to iil are as above. 

Point No. jv 

39. It is contended that if the enquiries are vitiated the 
Tribunal should consider on evidence before it as to whether 
the charges levelled against the workmen are proved and as 
to whether the dismissal was justified. 

40. Shri H. K. Sowaui, learned Advocate for the Union re- 
lies on the Supreme Court ruling in the case between Delhi 
Cloth and General Mills Co. Ltd. and Ludh Budh Singh report- 
ed in 1972, 1, L U, page 180 to point out the various principles 

. regarding domestic enquiry. The principles laid down in this 
ruling are as follows : — 

“E fn no domestic enquiry has been held or if tho 
management makes it clear that it does not rely 
upon any domestic enquiry held by it, it is straight 
away entitled to adduce evidence in support of the 
action proposed to be taken. The Tribunal is bound 
to consider that evidence so adduced before It on 
merits and give a decision thereon. 

2. If a domestic enquiry has been held it is open to the 

management to rely upon such enquiry in the first 
instance and alternatively and without prejudice to its 
plea that the enquiry is proper and binding simul- 
taneously adduce additional evidence’ before "the Tri- 
bunal, justifying its action. In such a case no in- 
ference can be drawn, without anything more, that 
the management has given up its enquiry. 

3. When the management relies on the enquiry and also 

simultaneously adduces evidence before the Tribunal 
without prejudice to its plea that the enquiry is 
proper, it is the duty of the Tribunal In the first 
instance to consider whether the enquiry is valid or 
proper. If it is satisfied the enquiry was proper the 
question of considering the evidence before it on 
merits no longer survives. It is only when the Tri- 
bunal holds the enquiry was not properly held 
it derives jurisdiction to consider the evidence ad- 
duced before it and decide on the basis of such 
evidence. 

4. When the management relies on the domestic enquiry 

it is open to them to request the Tribunal to try 
the validity of the domestic enquiry as a prelimi- 
nary issue and also ask for an opoprtunity to adduce 
evidence in case the preliminary issue is decided 
against them. When the preliminary issue is decided 
against the management and the latter wants to give 
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evidence before the Tribunal, an opportunity to 
adduce such evidence must be given. It will not 
be just aDd fair for the Tribunal to refuse to take 

evidence. 

5. The management has got a right to attempt to sustain 

its order by adducing independent evidence before 
the Tribunal, But the management should avail 
itself of the said opportunity by making a suitable 
request to the Tribunal before the proceedings are 
closed. 

6. If the employer relies only on the domestic enquiry 

and does not simultaneously lead additional evidence 
or ask for an opportunity during the pendency of 
the proceedings to adduce such evidence the duty 
of the Tribunal is only to consider the validity of 
the domestic enqmiry as well as the finding re- 
corded and decide the matter. 

7. The above principles apply to the proceedings be- 

fore the Tribunal which have come before It either 
on a reference under S, 10 or by way of application 
under S. 33 of the Act." 

41. In the present case the management relies on the en- 
quiry held by the Enquiry Officer. It has also adduced evi- 
dence before me to prove the charges in case the enquiries 
are held invalid. As I am holding that both the enquiries 
are vitiated, I am considering the evidence of the company and 
of the employees adduced before me for finding out as to 
whether the charges levelled against the employees are prov- 
ed and as to whether the company’s action in dismissing them 
was proper and justified. 

42. In support of the charges Ex. 13/W and 26/ W against 
S/Shri Kotian and Kulkarni respectively the company relies 
on the evidence of the Chairman Shri K. B. Sheth, Ex, 38/E 
and Smt. Shanta Ramesh Manjrekar, Ex. 39/E. 

43. Shri JC. B. Sheth, Chairman of the Company, Ex. 
38/E issued circular dated 2-1-1969, Ex. 16/W. It Is as 
follows : — 

"TO ALL THE MEMBERS OF THE STAFF ; 

In view of the past experience, it is now desirable to 
avoid mistakes and a waste of time in the routine 
works, the management requests all the members of 
the staff, that they must submit th«ir reports every 
two hours of their work done and not only that but 
they must inform the undersigned what they have 
got for the next day, to start with. 

The undersigned feels pretty sure that everybody 
will 'co-operate in tho above effort and regrets to 
inform that if the above is not carried out, they 
will be fined Rs. 2 per day for every interval of 
two hours." 

44. According to Shri Sheth. Ex. 38/E: — 

(i) Workers were complying with the circular Ex, 16/W 
by giving slips. Shri Kotian and the other two em- 
ployees were giving such slips. Musters were kept 
on the tabic and the employees used to sign the mus- 
ter when they used to come to the offico. 

(ii) On 28-1-1969, S/Sh.'i Kotian and Kulkarni wrote 
a letter that they should be provided with a book 
duly signed by the Chairman to note down the 
work report, He did not supply the book as demand- 
ed by them, He told them that such books were 
never supplied and they should not insist for his 
signature. Thereafter they went away without say- 
ing anything. 

(iii) Shri Kotian came to him on 29-1-1969. He signed 
the muster roll and went away. Shri Kulkarni did 
not turn up. Thereafter both of them never came to 
the office. 

(iv) He received a letter from the Union on 28th even- 
ing or 29th morning of January 1969, vide Ex. 
20/W. From 29-1-1969 S/Shri Kotian and Kulkarni 
did not attend the work. On 25-3-1969 he gave 
charge-sheet to S/Shri Kotian and Kulkarni. 

(v) S/Shri Kotian and Kulkarni were not respecting 

his instructions. They were speaking bad about the 
girls in the office, Shri Kotian was not giving the 
account of the money properly entrusted to him, 
He was spending money carelessly. 
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(vl) Shi'l Kulkarni was not doing sufficient typing work. 
He used to commit mistakes in typing deliberately. 
He was doing work slowly. Slid Kulkarni was not 
accompanying him to the office of the Cotton Tex- 
tile Commissioner and export commission, He used 
to instruct Shri Kulkarni to accompany him because 
he used to avoid work deliberately. 

(vii) Smt. Shantabai Manjrekar and Kum. T. Jaya were 
in the office at the material time. S/Shri Kotian and 
Kulkarni were talking bad about them. They were 
rude to them. 

(vllij Pending enquiry S/Shri Kotian and Kulkarni were 
suspended. Shri Kotian had not asked to give him 
leave orally for the period from 2-11-68 to 28-11- 
1968. He warned Shri Kulkarni several times dur- 
ing the service of the company. He gave him last 
warning on 19-12-68 about his work, vide Ex. 
29/E. 

45. According to Smt. Shanta Ramesh Manjrekar, Ex 
39/E: 

(i) She was working in the company from 1958 to 1969. 
In 1969 she gave resignation on her own, She is now 
working in the Western Engineering Company. 

(ii) S/Shri Kotian, Kulkarni and Umcsh Sirvan were 
her colleagues in Harishkumar & Co. Pvt. Ltd. Shri 
Pawar was also working in Harishkumar & Co. Pvt. 
Ltd. She was managing the Export Department, She 
used to disburse salary and allot work. Shri Sheth, 
Chatman was treating all employees verv nicely. 
Shri Sheth was helping his employees in all possible 
ways, 

(iii) Shri Kulkarni was not co-operative with her. Shri 
Kotian was behaving rudely with her. Shri Kulkarni 
was slow in his work. He never used to complete 
his work. Shri Kotian was supposed to give account 
daily, but he never used to snow the balance in his 
hand. From September 1968 onwards, Shri Kotian 
began to give her threats for putting her into trou- 
ble if she would not recommend his increment to 
Shri Sheth. Shri Kotian used to tell her that she 
was there in the office to please foreign buyers. 
She tolerated this behaviour for some time but later 
on she complained to Shri Sheth somewhere in 
January, 1969. 

(iv) Shri Kulkarni some times used to accompany Shri 
Sheth to Cotton Textile Export promotion Counsel. 
Sometimes he refused to accompany him. 

46. As regards Smt. Shanta Ramesh Manjrekar, Ex. 39/E, 
she was not a witness against the employees during the domes- 
tic enquiries held on 4-4-1969. She is examined for the first 
time before me. She admits in her cross-examination that her 
purpose in coming here is to oblige her master. Immediately 
after giving this admission she says that it is her duty to tell 
the truth and she has come here to tell truth. She. further 
says that it Is not true that always she got lift while return- 
ing home from office by Shri Sheth or his son. She admit* 
that she is a family friend of Shri Sheth, In view of these 
admissions it is clear that she is highly interested in the com- 
pany and that her evidence cannot be given any weight. 

47. As regards Smt. Shanta Ramesh Manjrekar’s allega- 1 
tions that Shri Kotian used to tell her that she was there 
in the office to please foreign buyers and that she had com- 
plained to Shri Sheth against him somewhere in January 
1969, they were not specifically put to Shri Kotian in his 
cross-examination. Even Shri Sheth has not specifically 
stated in his evidence about these allegations. Hence these 
allegations made by Smt. Shanta Ramesh Manjrekar cannot be 
accepted. 

48. As regards Smt. Shanta Manjrekar’s allegation that 
Shri Kotian gave her threats of putting her into trouble if 
she would not recommend his increment to Shri Sheth, the 
same cannot be accepted ,ns it was not specifically put to 
Shri Kotian in his cross-examination. Shri Sheth also does 
not speak about this. 


49. As regard Smt. Manjrekar’s allegation that Shri Kotian 
was supposed to give account daily, but he never used to show 
the balance in his hand, the same cannot be given any weight 
because she had no hand whatsoever in maintaining the 

accounts. 

50. Against Shri Kulkarni Smt. Manjrekar says that he 
was slow in his work and that he never used to complete his 
work, that Shri Kulkarni used to accompany Shri Sheth to 
Cotton Textile Export Promotion Counsel and that sometimes 
he refused to accompany him. It is not understood as to 
how Smt. Manjrekar came to know that Shri Kulkarni had 
refused to accompany Shri Sheth to Cotton Textile 
Export Promotion Council. Her allegation that sometimes 
he refused to accompany Shri Sheth to Cotton Textile Ex- 
port Promotion Council is vague, It cannot be given any 
weight. 

51. Shri Kulkarni denies that he had slowed down his work. 
In view of his sworn testimony to this effect Smt. Manjrekar’* 
allegation that Shri Kulkarni had slowed down his work can- 
not be given any weight. 

52. As against the sworn testimony of Shri K, B. Sheth 
Ex. 38/E, there is a sworn testimony of Shri Kotian, Ex. 
24/W and of Shri Kulkarni, Ex. 31/W. 

53. Shri Kotian Ex. 24 /W states in his evidence as men- 
tioned below : — 

“Jj is not correct to suggest that 1 was behaving rudely 
with the other members of the staff. It is not true 
that I was not obeying the oroer of the supe- 
riors. 

It is not correct that I was reprimanded and I stopped 
coming to the office since then. 

It is not correct to suggest that I was behaving rudely 
with the lady clerks. Company used to keep some 
money with me for meeting sundry expenses in con- 
nection with clearing work. It is not correct to 
suggest that I was utilising the money contrary to 
the instructions given by the company. It is not 
correct to suggest that I have remained absent with- 
out permission during the period from 28-1-1969 to 
25-3-1969. I used to attend office regularly during 
this period. ...” 

54. Shri Kulkarni, Ex. 3 1 /W states in his evidence a* 
follows:— 

“It is not true that I behaved rudely with the other mem- 
bers of the staff. It is not true that I have slowed 
down my work and that I was not complying the 
order of my superiors. It is not true that I was 
causing obstruction to company’s work by remain- 
ing absent and that it was not my policy. It is not 
true that doing all this wc all were doing in compli- 
city with Shri Shanker A. Kotian ...” 

55. He also says in his cross-examination as follows : — 

“I used to go to the office of the Cotton Textile Export 
Promotion Council for the work of the company. It 
never happened that Shri Sheth had asked me to 
follow him to the office of the C.T.E.P.C. and that 
I did not follow him. ...” 

56. Shri Sheth, F.x. 38 /E says in his evidence that from 
29-1-1969 Shri Kotian and Kulkarni did not attend work and 
that on 25-3-1969 he gave charge-sheet to both of them sus- 
pending them, pending enquiry. 

57. It appears that S/Shri Kotian and [Kulkarni had made 
application in the Payment of Wages autthority for getting 
their wages. Shri Sheth admits in his cross-examination that 
it is true that S/Shri Kotian, Kulkarni, Siryan and Pawar were 
paid till 25-3-1969. In view of this admission it cannot be 
said that S/Shri Kotian and Kulkarni were not on duty from 
29-1-1969 till 25-3-1969. 

58. In the charge-sheet Ex 13/W against Shri Kotian it is 
mentioned that he remained absent without leave for move 
than eight consecutive days. Specific period during which he 
remained absent has not been mentioned in the charge-sheet. 
During the cross-examination of Shri Kotian entries in the 
attendance register for the period from 11-11-1968 to 
27-11-1968 were brought to his notice. Shri Kotian says in 
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his cross-examination that these entiles are incorrect, that he 
was on sanctioned leave during this period and that as he 
received wire he wen : to the house of Shri Sheth and took 
his oral permission gong on leave. It appears from the cross- 
examination that he had shown the telegram regarding the 
illness of his wife to Shri Sheth and taken his permission. It 
appears to me that Shri Kotian might have taken oral per- 
mission for absence. Otherwise the company would not have 
kept quite till March, 1969. 

59. In 1966, Shri Kotian had given apology. Tt is us 
follows: — 

“J, Mr. Shankar Kotian, hereby confess that I have 
not acted according to the instructions of the office 
and misbehaved and also disturbed the office routine 
work often. 

Also l have spent the money in Docks, Customs etc. 
contrary to the instructions. 

1 sincerely apologise for the above and hence onwards 
would storchy follow the instructions and would 
not give any cause, which would be detrimental to 
the office. 

Thanking you and regretting for the above. 

Sd/-.” 

60. On 28th Februray, 1967, Shri Kotian wrote a letter 
to Shri K. B. Sheth as mentioned below : — . 


company in dismissing them cannot be justified. The same 
deserves to be set aside. Hence my finding on point No. iv 
is as above. 

Point No. v. 

66. As regards Shri Siryan, his case is that he has been 
dismissed without notice and enquiry. 

67. The company on the other hand contends by its written 
statement Ex. 6/E, that on and from 15-2-1959 Shri Elmcsh 
Siryan stopped reporting for work and that he voluntarily 
abandoned the services of the company. 

68. In support of the contention of the company reliance 
is placed on the evidence of Shri K. B. Sheth. According to 
Shri Sheth, Shri Siryan started with Rs. 100/-. Hls last 
pay was Rs. 120/-. He used to give salary to the employees 
on or about 7th of every month, He paid the salary of 
January 1969 in the month of February 1969. A loan of 
Rs. 100/- was outstanding against Shri Siryan at the end of 
January 1969. Voucher Ex. 33 /W is the voucher against 
which the loan was paid to Shri Siryan,. Salary of Shri Siryan 
amounting Rs. 120/- was paid lo him without deducting 
loan amount. Shri Siryan left the service either on 13th 
or 14th of February 1969. He did not comei for duty there- 
after. The company sent registered letter to Shri Siryan on 
his last known address but the registered letter was returned 
bv the postal authorities as the addresseo was not found 
(Ex. 36/E) 


“1 have no words even to write how much you have 
done for me. 

It was because of you that T could educate my younger 
brothers and brought them up, Even 1 managed to 
maintain my family, after the death of my father — 
just because of your kindness and generosity. 

Whatever T am today, a married man, with wife, house 
to stay and a child is all your blessings and kind- 
ness. Even the insurance policy, a life long helping 
hand for mo which 1 can never forget. 

I am not educated man, but can say that you have 
helped me in all respects as your own. Now 1 hope 
you will stand by mv side and help me out. 

'['hanking you, ' 

Yours obediently, 
Sd/- 
(Shanker)" 

61. It seems that the company ucceptcd the apology. 
Ex. 7 /W tendered by Shri Kotian. Thereafter Shri Kotian 
started working sincerely, and the company also helped him 
in educating his brothers and giving all other facilities. 

62. In short, if wc consider the evidence of Shri Sheth. 
Smt. Manjrekar and two workmen S/shri Kotian and 
Kulkarni I find that the various allegations made against 
them as mentioned in charge-sheet Ex. 13/W and Ex. 26 /W 
cannot be held proved. 

63. In the present cuse evidence on record shows that 
Shri Kotian was worl.iug with the company since 195 ! 3 and 
Shri Kulkarni was working with the company since 1956. 
Tt means that at the time of their dismissal Shri Kotian had 
put in more than 16 years service and Shri Kulkarni had 
put in about 13 years of service. 

64. It also appears that on account of circular dated 
2-1-1969 regarding report of work in every two hours. By16/W, 
the workmen had approached the Union and the Union had 
written a letter to the company requesting them to withdraw 
the harsh circular. 11 is only thereafter that the company 
started treating the workers harshly which ultimately resulted 
in their dismissal after holding enquiry and suspending them. 
It appears to me that the company did not like the work- 
men joining the Union and that on account of this, the 
company victimised them, giving them highly disproportionate 
punishment on the basis of the findings of the domestic 
enquiry. 

65. On evidence before me I am not prepared to hold the 
charges Ex. 13/W ar.d 26/W levelled against Shri Kotian 
and Kulkarni respectively proved. Hence the action of the 


69. As against the evidence of Shri Sheth there is sworn 
testimony of the employee Shri Urnesh Siryan, Ex. 32 /W. 

70. According to him, 

(i) He joined the company in July 1968 as a Custom 
and Dock Clerk on a monthly pay of Rs. 125/- per 
month. In January 1969 the company issued a 
circular directing the employees to make report about 
their work every two hours. In case ihe employees 
fail to make report he was to be fined Rs 2/- for 
every two hours, He was making reports orally. 

(ii) Subsequently the management issued another cir- 
cular directing the employees to give written report. 
In connection with this circular he made grievance 
to the Union. The Union raised the protest against 
this Circular to the management. 

(iii) He was not given pay of January 1969. He there- 

fore approached the Union and made grievance for 
the non-payment of the pay for the month of 
January, 1969. The Union accordingly wrote a 

letter to the company in this respect. 

(iv) On 18-1 2-1969 after receiving the Union’s letter, the 

Chairman, Shri K .B. Sheth called him and told 

him, “It appears that you are a member of the 
Union. Do not come to work.” Shri Sheth stopped 
him from work and prevented him from making 
signatures in the muster roll. Even then he continued 
to go to the office on alternate days but he was 
not allowed to work. The company did not give 

him any written notice directing him not to work. 

(v) Eycn after the conciliation proceedings the company 
did not call him to work. 

71. In cross-examination, Shri Siryan says as follows : — 

“It is not true that: I did not go to the company for 
work after 15th February. I was going to the com- 
pany for work upto 18th T made application before 
the payment of Wages Authority. This application 
is of 83 of 1970. My evidence was recorded in 
that case. ] do not know whether that application 
was dismissed. 

It is not true that T left the job of the company 
from 15-2-1969 of my own accord. I have not 
received the letter from the company dated 
25-3-1969, shown to him.” 

72. Tn the registered letter Ex. 36/E, it is menlioned that 
Ihc office records show that Shri Siryan stopped attending 
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office lor no reason whatsoever and lie either cared to in- 
form the company of his intention to leave employment nor 
cared lo surrender the Dock and Custom pass, papers and 
other articles pertaining to the company till this day. 

73. Admittedly the registered cover in which the letter was 
sent to Shri Siryan was not delivered to him. Sbri Siryan 
in his evidence says that he never received letter Ex. 36 /E. 
It is a fact thaL Shri Siryun never received the letter hut 
the registered cover was returned to the company. 

74. The company's case that Shri Siryan left the job on 
his own accord is difficult to accept. Shri Shcth, Ex. 38/E 
admits in his evidence that it is true that S/shri Kotian, 
Kulkarni, Siryan and Pawar were puid their wages till 
25-3-1969, It seems that on account of the application 
before the Payment of Wa§cs authority, these persons were 
paid their wages. If Shri Siryan was paid wages till 
25-3-1969, it cannot be said that be was not on duty of the 
company from 15-2-1969 till 25-3-1969 and that he left 
the job of the company voluntarily front 15-2-1969. 

75. In the letter Ex. 36/E it is nowhere mentioned that 
Shri Siryan should join the service immediately falling which 
his name will be struck off from the register. In the ab- 
sence of such notice, it cannot be said that Shri Siryan had 
voluntarily abandoned the service, 

76. From the record it is clear that the company did not 
hold departmental enquiry against Shri Siryan. It did not 
issue any notice of termination of service to Shri Siryan. 

77. The company’s case that Shri Siryan voluntarily aban- 
doned the service from 15-2-1.969 cannot be accepted. From 
Shri Siryan’s evidence and other facts on record it is clear 
that the company stopped Shri Siryan from work without 
any justification. This amounts to illegal termination of 
service of Shri Siryan. Hence my finding on point No. v 
is that Shri Siryan’s services have been terminated without 
notice and enquiry. 

Point No. vi. 

78. As the termination of services of S/shri Kotain, Kul- 
karni and Siryan is not justified they are entitled to reinstate- 
ment with continuity of service. 

79. As regards back wages in respect of these three emp- 
loyees different consideration will apply in respect of each 
employee, in view of the circumstances regarding employ- 
ment of S/shri Kotian and Kulkarni in other concerns 
during the pendency of the reference. 

80. As regards Shri Kulkarni it is stated in the applica- 
tion dated 9-10-1973 given by the company that Shri Kul- 
karni is in the employment of Maharashtra Housing Board 
with effect from 16-12-1970. The certificate dated 4-10-1973 
from the Executive Engineer. Housing Bandra Division, 
Bombay is produced alongwith this application, The Union 
in its reply to the company’s application dated 9-10-1973 
admits that Shri Kulkarni is employed! as a work-charged 
Karkoon with the Maharashtra Housing Board, There can 
be therefore no doubt that Shri Kulkarni is in the emp- 
loyment of the Maharashtra Housing Board from 16-12-1970. 
So he will be entitled to back wages with effect from the 
date of dismissal till 15-12-1970. 

81. As regards Shri Kotian it is slated that he is in the 
employment of one Delexe Shipping Agency, 296, P. D.' 
Mello Road, Bombay-1 and the said Delexe Shipping 
Agency has obtained a Dock and Custom pass dated 
29-9-1972 for Shri S, A, Kotian from Assistant Collector of 
Customs. Tt is also alleged that prior to joining Delexe 
Shipping Agency, Shri Kotian was employed with Goculdas 
Hansraj, Bauman Building. 12, Calicut St.. Bombay-1 
(Dock and Custom Puss being dated 1-5-1971). 

82. The Union slates in its reply to the company’s apnli- 
cation dated 9-10-1973 Ihnt the employment of Shri Kotian 
with Messrs Goguldns Hansraj was of purely temporary 
nature and the present employment of Shri Kotian with 
Messrs Delux Shipping Agency is also of a temporary 
nature. 

S3, From the company’s application dated 9-10-1973 and 
the Union’s reply to the same dated 12-10-1973 and other 
evidence on record it is not possible to find out the exact- 


date on which Shri Kotian got employment during the pen- 
dency of the reference, In view of these circumstances I 
direct that he will be entitled to back wages from the date 
of diamissal till the date on which he got re-employment in 
other concerns during the pendency of this reference and 
that the should get the back wages determined by making 
application under Section 33(c)(2) of the I.D. Act, 1947. 

84. As regards Shri Umesh Siryan there is nothing on 
record to show that he also got employment in some concern 
after his dismissal from the company. I, therefore, direct 
that he should get back wages from the date of dismissal 
till the date of reinstatement. Hence my finding on this 
point is that the employees are entitled to reinstatement with 
continuity of service and back wages as mentioned above. 

Point No. vll. 

85. in Misc. Petition No. 787 of 1970 filed against 
Part 1 Award of this Tribunal, the Hon’ble High Court of 
Judicature at Bombay has given stay as mentioned below 
vide certified copy of Stay Order Ex. 41/E produced along- 
with application before me on 5-12-1973, 

“Proceedings under reference before the Tribunal should 
go lip to the stage of making up the Award by 
the Tribunal. Further proceedings by way of sub- 
mitting an Award by the Tribunal to the Union 
Government are stayed till the disposal of the 
petition.” 

86. In view of the above stay order, I dispose of the 
reference by making an Award, but I am not submitting this 
Award to the Union Government for taking further steps. 

87. In the end 1 pass the following order 

ORDER 

(i) It is hereby declared that the action of M/s Harish 

Kumar & Co. Pvt. Ltd., 7, Noble Chambers. Parsi 
Bazar St., Fort. Bombay-1 in dismissing S/shri 
S. A. Kotian, M. V. Kulkarni and Umesh S. Siryan 
from their service with effect from 7-5-1969 is not 
justified and that they are entitled to reinstatement 
with continuity of service and back wages. 

(ii) As regards back wages in respect of Shri M. V. 

Kulkarni he is entitled to back wages with effect 
from the date of dismissal till 15-12-1970 only. 

(iii) As regards back wages in respect of Shri S. A. 

Kotian he is entitled to back wages from the date 
of dismissal till the date he got employment in 

other concern after his dismissal and he should 

get the wages determined by filing application un- 
der Section 33C(2) of the I.D. Act, 1947, 

(iv) As regards back wages in respect of Shri Siryan he 

is entitled to back wages with effect from the date 
of dismissal till the date of reinstatement in ser- 
vice, 

(v) Award Part II is made accordingly, 

(vi) In view of the stay order of (he High Court of 

Judicature at Bombay referred to above, this Award 
is not to be sent to the Government "till the dispo- 
sal of the Misc, Petition No. 787 of 1970. pending 
before it. 

(vii) No order as to costs, 


Dated the 31st January, 1974. 

FURTHER ORDER 

In this ease Shri H, K. Sownni, Advocate for the workmen 
has given application dated 31-1-1974 as mentioned below:— 

“May it please the Hon’ble Tribunal, I beg to produce 
the certified copy of the minutes of the order of 
the Bombay High Court dated 10th December 1973 
passed by His Lordship Hon’ble Mr, Justice’ Rege 
in Misc. Petition No. 787 of 1970. 

In view of the above order I pray that the Hon’ble 
Tribunal may be pleased to sign and submit the 
order to the Central Govt. The Government may 
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be informed that its publication is stayed until the 
disposal of the Writ Petition." 

2. The order passed by the Hon’ble High Court at Bombay 
on 10-12-1973 in Misc. Pet, No. 787 of 1970 is as follows 

“P.C. — In this matter my brother Judge Tulzapurkar, 
by Ins order dated 14th December, 1970, had stayed 
further proceedings by way of submitting an award 
by the Tribunal to the Union Government till the 
disposal of this petition, but had allowed the pro- 
ceedings under reference before the Tribunal to go 
upto the stage of making of the Award. 

The learned Counsel for Respondents Nos. 3 to 5 has 
now applied for the variation of the said order 
dated 14th December, 1970 as according to him, 
the tenure of the Tribunal who made the Award 
is now coming to an end. The variation asked for 
by him is to allow the Tribunal to sign and sub- 
mit the Award to the Union Government (i.e. res- 
pondent No. 1) but that the Union Government 
shall not publish the same until the hearing and 
final disposal of this petition. 

The learned Counsel for the Petitioners has no objection 
to the above variation, while the learned counsel 
for respondents Nos, 1 and 2 submit to the orders 
of the Court. 

P.C.- — The said order dated 14th December, 1970 is 
varied accordingly." 

3. Tp view of the above, I pass the following order : — 

ORDER 

(i) Award Part Jt as mentioned above is submitted to 
the Union Government with a request that the 
same shall not be published until the hearing and 
final disposal of the Misc. Pet. No. 787 of 1970 
pending before the High Court of Judicature at 
Bombay. 

N. K. VANI, Presiding Officer, 
[No. 29/57/69-FAC-1I/P&D/CMT/D IV/(A)] 
NAND LAL, Section Officer (Spl.). 
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New Dellii, the 1st July, 1975 

S.O. 2238. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 13 of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the 

Central Government hereby appoints Shri M. I.. Saha to 
Oe an Inspector for the whole of the Union territory of 
Delhi for the purposes of ihe said Act and the Scheme 
and the Family Pension Scheme framed thereunder in re- 
lation to any establishment belonging to, or under the con- 
trol of the Central Government or in relation to any estab- 
lishment connected with a railway company, a major port, 


a mine or an oilfield or a controlled industry or in relation 
to an establishment having departments or branches in moro 

than one State 

(No. A- 1 20 1 6 /4 /74-PF.I] 
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S.O. 2239.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 13 of the Employees' Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), and 
in supersession of the notification of the Government of 
India in the late Ministry of Labour, Employment and Re- 
habilitation (Department of Labour and Employment) S.O. 
3356 dated the 24th November, 1973, the Central Govern- 
ment hereby appoints Sarvashri S. R. Suri and Raj Kumar 
Chopra to be Inspectors for the whole of the Union terri- 
tory of Delhi for the purposes of the said Act and the 
Scheme and the Family Pension Scheme framed thereunder 
in relation to any establishment belonging to, or under the 
control of the Central Government or in relation to any 
establishment connected with a railway company, a major 
port, a mine or an oilfield or a controlled industry or in 
relation to an establishment having departments or branches 
in more than one State. 

[No, A. 12016(4) /74-PF.I(i)] 
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S.O. 2240. — Tn exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 13 of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), and in 
supersession of the notification of the Government of India 
in the Ministry of Labour No. S.O. 1200 duted the 3rd May, 
1974, the Central Government hereby appoints Shri K. C. 
Sharmn to be an Inspector for the whole of the States of 
Punjab, Haryana, Himachal Pradesh and Union territory of 
Chandigarh for the purposes of the said Act, the Scheme 
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and the Family Pension Scheme framed thereunder in re- 
lation to any establishment belonging to, or under the control 
of the Central Government or in relation to any establish- 
ment connected with a railway company, a major port, a 
mine or an oilfield or a controlled industry or in relation 
to an establishment having departments or branches in more 
than one State. 

[No. A, 12016(4) /74-PF T(ii)] 
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S.O. 2241,— Whereas is appears to the Central Govern- 
ment that the employer and the majority of employees in 
relation to the establishment know as Messrs Intrad Agen- 
cies, 175/1, Mount Road, Madras have agreed that the 
provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Family 
Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made 
applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment, 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of June, 1974. 

[No. S, 35019/7/75-PF.II(i)l 
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[U° t^T-350 19 ( 1 9 ) / 7 S-fToqFo ( 2 ) (i)] 

S.O. 2243. — Whereas it appear to the Central Govern- 
ment that the employer and the majority of the employees 
in relation to the establishment known as the Institution of 
Engineering, Inspection India, Tiruchiropalli Chapter, B-5/ 
216, B.H.li.L. Township Tiruchirapalli-14 have agreed that 
the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and 
Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be 

made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of April, 1974. 

[No. S. 35019/19/75-PF.II(i)] 
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S.O. 2242. — In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
first proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Provident: Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the 

Central Government, after making necessary enquiry into 
the matter, hereby specifies with effect from the 1st day of 
June 1974, the establishment known as Messrs Intrad 
Agencies, 175/1, Mount Road, Madras, for the purposes 
of the said proviso, 

[No, S. 35019 /7 /75-PF.I1 (ii ) ] 


Fio Wo 2243.--W: FuM TTTFT7 FT ^ EpfbT g fF 
fF FMtijfu wtf MTMrfrir Mtut, 


S.O. 2244. — In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
first proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the 

Central Government, alter making necessary enquiry into 
the matter, hereby specifics with effect from the first day of 
April, 1974, the establishment known as The Institution of 
Engineering Inspection India, Tiruchirappalli, Chapiter, B-5/ 
214, B.H.E.L. Township, Tiruchirapalli-14 for the purposes 
of the said proviso. 

[No. S. 35019(19) /75-PF.n(ii)] 
PARSAN CHANDRA, Under Secy. 
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New Delhi, the 1st July, 1975 

S.O. 2245. — Whereas the State Government of Uttar 
Pradesh has, in pursuance of clause (d) of section 4 of the 
Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) nomi- 
nated Shri K. N. Srivastava, Commissioncr-cum-Secretary 
to the Government of Uttar Pradesh, Department of Labour 
to represent that State on the Employees’ State Insurance 
Corporation in the place of Shri Anup Singh; 

Now therefore, in pursuance of section 4 of the Employees’ 
State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby makes the following amendment in the 
notification of the Government of India in the late Ministry 
of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of 
Labour and Employment) No. S.O. 2763, dated the 27th 
May, 1971, namely : — 

In the said notification, under the heading (Nominated 
by the State Governments under clause (d) of section 4), 
for the entry against item 20, the following entry shall be 
substituted, namely : — 

“Shri K. N. Srivastava, 

Commissioner-cum-Secrelary to the Government 

Uttar Pradesh, 

Department of Labour, Lucknow” 

[F. No. U-16012(2) /75-HT] 
J.'C. SAXENA, Under Secy. 


New Delhi, the 1st July, 1975 

S.O. 2246. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby publishes the following award of the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the management 
of Kumardihi Colliery, Post Office Ukhera and their work- 
men, which was received by the Central Government ora the 
24th June, 1975. 


Shri B. No. Lala, Asstt. Chief Personnel Officer, 

Shri S. N. Mishra, Asstt. Chief Personnel Officer, 

Shri R. R, V, K. Sinha, Industrial Relation Officer. 

On behalf of Workmen 
Absent 

State : West Bengal Industry : Coal Mine. 

AWARD 

The Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour, 
by their Order No, LG9012/5/74 LRII, dated 11th Decem- 
ber, 1974 referred an industrial dispute existing between the 
employers in relation to the management of Kumardihi 
Colliery and their workmen to this tribunal, for adjudication. 
The reference reads as follows : 

“Whether the management in relation to Kumardihi 
Colliery, Post Office Ukhra, District Burdwan (Coal 
Mines Authority Limited) are justified in award- 
ing the punishment of suspension without wages 
for the period from the 24th November, 1973 to 
the 28th November, 1973 to Shri Satrughan Dora, 
Quarry Loader ? If not, to what relief is the work- 
man entitled ?” 

2. The workman’s case is that he had been wrongfully 
suspended 1 from service from 24-11-1973 to 28-11-1973 by 
the management after holding an illegal and unfair domestic 
enquiry. According to him the enquiry and the punishment 
were due to victimisation of the workman on account of his 
trade union activities, 

3. The management denied the allegation. They stated 
that the workman abused his superior officer at his office; 
that the workman was cliargesheeted and that an enquiry 
had properly and correctly been conducted against him. 
After holding the enquiry the management was said to have 
suspended the workman from service. So, according to 
the management, the workman is not entitled to any 
relief. 

4. When the case came up for hearing to-day the work- 
man as well as the union who espoused his cause remained 
absent and they were declared cx-parte. On behalf of the 
management the officer who conducted the enquiry has 
been examined. He proved that the workman was charge- 
sheeted because of the abusing words he used against his 
superior officer while he was doing his work at the office. 
According to him the enquiry was also conducted in the 
presence of the workman giving him ample opportunity to 
cross-examine the witnesses, The case against workman 
having been proved the enquiry officer found him guilty of 
the charge. On the basis of the charge the order of sus- 
pension had been passed by the authority who is competent 
to do so under the Standing Orders. There is no evidence to 
the contrary as against the evidence of the enquiry officer. 
He also stated that the charge was not laid as a measure of 
victimisation for the alleged trade union activities of the 
workman. There is, therefore, no ground to accept the 
workman’s case that a false charge was foisted against him 
and that he was punished accordingly. 

5. In the result the reference is found against the workman 
and the award is passed accepting the management’s order 
of suspension against the workmen. 


CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
AT CALCUTTA. 

Reference No. 23 of 1974. 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the. management of Kumardihi 
Colliery. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

APPEARANCE : 

On behalf of Employers, 

Shri N, Das, Advocate, with 


E. K. MOIDU, Presiding Officer. 
[No, L-19012/5/74-LR II/D.O. Ill B[ 

Dated, Calcutta, 

The 18th June. 1975. 


S.O, 2247.. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Damoda Colliery, Post Office Raniganj, District Burdwan and 
their workmen, which w»as received by the Central Govern- 
ment on the 24th June, 1975, 
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CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
AT CALCUTTA 


Reference No. 2 of 1974 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Damoda 
Colliery, 

AND 

Their Workman. 

APPEARANCE 

On behalf of Employers — Sri N. Das, Advocate, with 

Sri B. N. Lala, Assistant Chief Personnel Officer appears 
for the Coal Mines Authority Limited. 

Nobody appears for Messrs Damoda Coal Co. (F) Ltd. 

On behalf of Workmen — Sri S. Roy, Advocate, with - 

Sri Sunil Sen, Org. Secretary of the Union. 

State: West Bengal Industry: Coal Mines 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-19012/86/72-LR1I, dated 23rd Febru- 
ary, 1974, the Government of India, in the Minis- 
try of Labour referred an industrial dispute existing 
between the management of Damoda Colliery, P.O. Raniganj 
Dist. Burdwan and their workmen, to this tribunal for ad- 
judication. The reference reads as follow^: 

“V/hether the management of Damoda Colliery, Post 
Office Raniganj, District Burdwan was justified in 
dismissing Sarva. Shri Binayak Singh, Chaprasi, 
Ch. Lachman Singh, Night Guard and Algu Singh, 
Mining Sirdar from the 19th June, 1972 ? If not, 
. to what relief are the concerned workmen entitled?” 


2. The question that arose for determination in this refer- 
ence at the first instance was as regards the legality or vali- 
dity of the domestic enquiry which was held by the manage- 
ment resulting in the dismissal of the three workmen named 
in the reference; the contesting parties agreed that this 
question should be decided first before entering into the 
merits of the case. Accordingly, this question was taken up 
first and decided on 25-3-1975 and an order passed. A copy 
of the said order is annexed with this Award and marked 
Annexure ‘A’. 


3. The next contention raised on behalf of the union is 
that the dismissal order dated 19-6-1972 passed against the 
workmen is vitiated due to victimisation and bad labour 
pratice. Ordinarily a tribunal will be justified in interfering 
with the order of dismissal against a delinquent workman at 
the instance of the management when there is (i) want of 
good faith; (ii) there is victimisation or unfair labour 
practice; (iii) that the management has been guilty of basic 
error of n p-incj->-» of natural justice, and (iv) when on 
the m.-lvi ials i v i ii.'hm is completely baseless and perverse. 
Poin' ( i v i !•: « .r , i*. , . l > been answered against the union 
vide my order dated 25-3-1975. 


4. It is relevant to point out that the different stages of 
the domestic enquiry conducted against the workmen resulted 
in the ultimate dismissal on 19th June, 1972. The alleged 
incident at the office of the colliery leading to the enquiry 
against the workmen was on 11-4-1972. The chargesheets 
dated 17-4-1972 and 18-4-1972 were served otl the workmen 
in due course and in answer to the charges the workmen 
field their explanation on 27-4-1972. However, with effect 
from 14-4-1972 the workmen were kept under suspension 
front service. The enquiry was conducted from 8-5-1972 to 
1 1-5-1972 for three days and the enquiry officer passed the 
order on 26-5-1972 finding the workmen guilty of 
the charges. That order was approved on 12-6-1972 by the 
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Manager of the colliery who was examined as witness no. 2 
for the management before the tribunal. He expressed the 
opinion that in view of the gravity of the charge the work- 
men shall be dismissed from service. Accordingly, the 
Managing Director of the Colliery which was owned by a 
Private Limited Company ordered the dismissal of the work- 
men on 19-6-1972 giving his reasons for the extreme penalty. 

5. We have to consider whether at any stage of the en- 
quiry and finally passing of the order of dismissal there had 
been any reasonable ground made out to hold that the 
management vindicate its want of good faith or they made 
any act of victimisation or unfair labour practice- against 
the workmen. 

6. The Colliery Mazdoor Sabha (AITUC), Asansol, had 
been agitating for some time past to secure full implementa- 
tion of the accepted recommendations of the Central Wage 
Board for Coal Mining Industry by the management of 
Damoda colliery of Messrs Damoda Coal Company Private 
Limited. The specific matters in dispute related to the 
payment of V.D.A., giving of annual increment and grant 
of sick leave in accordance with the recommendations of 
the Coal Wage Board.- The Colliery Mazdoor Sabha had 
formally raised an industrial dispute before the Assistant 
Labour Commissioner, Central, Raniganj, which was taken 
up for conciliation by the Assistant Labour Commissioner, 
Asansol, but the conciliation ended in failure. On the 
strength of the failure report the Central Government referred 
the industrial dispute for adjudication to this tribunal under 
its order dated 28-10-1970. Pending adjudication proceeding 
the dispute wa° settled between the parties on 17-1 1-1970 in 
a written agreement. Ext. W-l is the settlement is question. 

7. In spite of the above settlement the case of the union 
is that the management of the Damoda colliery did not 
implement the terms of the settlement. The union vide their 
letters Fxts. W-2 dated 29-4-72 and Ext. W-3 dated 12-5-72 
informed the management that they did not implement the 
terms of settlement. It is relevant in this connection to 
point out that in both these letters the union had also raised 
he issue that the workmen in question were being harrassed 
and that they were wrongfully kept under suspension on 
account of their trade union activities. However, on 22-5-72 
the union drew nr|> a charter of demand vide Ext. W-4 
detailing the grievances of the workmen of the colliery due 
to the non-implementation of the terms of compromise and 
also wrongful suspension of the concerned workmen. Ext. 
W-4 was sent to the regional Labour Commissioner (C), 
Asansol for appropriate action. Due to the failure of the 
management to imnlement the terms of settlement the wor- 
kers of the colliery had also entered on a strike at the office 
of the Managing Director with effect from 20-5-1972. In 
this connection the Assistant Labour Commissioner contac- 
ted both the Managing Director as well as Sri Sunil Sen, 
Org. Secretary. Collierv 1 Mazdoor Sabha. for a peaceful settle- 
ment of the dispute as well as withdrawal of the strike at 
the office of the Managing Director. On 22-5-1972 when 
the Managing Director met the Assistant Labour Commis- 
sioner be bad agreed that the disciplinary proceedings against 
the workmen shall be kept pending until all the issues raised 
by the union, in Ext. W-4 Charter of Demand were amicably 
settled. When the Assistant Labour Commissioner met Sri 
Sunil Sen on the next day i.e. on 23-5-1972, the assurance 
of the Managing Director on the previous day was communi- 
cated to him that the disciplinary action against the three 
workmen shall be kept pending until all the disputes were 
settled between the parties. This assurance of the Managing 
Director was contained in a letter dated 23-5-1972 which 
the Assistant Labour Commissioner addressed to Sri Sunil 
Sen. That letter formed part of Ext. W-5 letter which the 
Assistant Labour Commissioner had addressed to the Manag- 
ing Director of the Colliery. Ext. W-5 together with the 
enclosure would reveal that the Managing Director had 
given an undertaking to the Assistant Labour Commissioner 
that he shall keep the disciplinary proceeding against the 
workmen pending until finalisation of the disputes on the 
bash of the charter of demands contained in Ext. W-4 letter. 
But in spite of Ext. W-5 letter with the enclosure the 
Managing Director directed the Enauiry Officer to pass a 
final order in the- enquiry on 26-5-1972. the Manager to give 
approval to, the finding on 12-6-1972 and himself to pass the 
order dismissing the workmen on 19-6-1972. After passing 
the order of dismissal Sri Sunil Sen had Questioned pronriety 
of the order in Ext. W-6 letter addressed to th- Managing 
Director. He also sent Ext. W-7 letter dated 20-7-1972 to 
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the Assistant Labour Commissioner reminding him that his 
charter of demand as contained in Ext,, W-4 should be en- 
quired into and arrange the satire to be implemented. A 
clear case of victimisation of workmen was alleged in an- 
other letter Ext. W-S dated 10-7-1972 addressed by Sri Sunil 
Sen to the Assistant Labour Commissioner asking him for 
bis intervention, Similar representations had been made by 
the workmen themselves to the management in their letters 
F.xls. W-13 to WT6. In reply to F.xt. W-7 letter the Assis- 
tant Labour Commissioner sent F.xt, W-9 reply dated 
28-7-1972 to Sri Sunil Sen assuring him that effective steps 
were being taken regarding the implementation of the Wage 
Board recommendations by the Damoda colliery. Finally 
Sri Sunil Sen made out an industrial dispute regarding the 
dismissal of the workmen in his letter Ext, WTO dated 
22-8T972 which was addressed to the Assistant Labour Com- 
missioner (C), Raniganj. In continuation of that letter Ext 
W-ll was also sent to the Assistant Labour Commissioner 
reiterating the charter of demand contained in Ext, W-4. 
The Assistant Labour Commissioner held conciliation pro- 
ceedings on 30 8-1972 and 6-9-1972 in the presence of all 
the parties on the basis of Exts. WTO and Ext. W-ll repre- 
sentations regarding the disciplinary proceedings against the 
workmen. But the conciliation effort by the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner proved in a failure and Ext. M-3 was the 
failure report. It is thereafter that the dispute was referred 
to this tribunal for adjudication. 

8. That there had been want of good faith on the part 
of the management in conducting the 1 enquiry resulting in the 
dismissal of the three workmen was made clear from the 
Assistant Labour Commissioner’s letter Ext, W-5 addressed 
to the management of the colliery us well as the letter that 
was enclosed therewith which in turn was the communication 
the Assistant Labour Commissioner addressed to the Union 
Secretary. These letters revealed that the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner met the Managing Director on 22-5- J 972 and the 
Secretary of the union on 22-5-197? as well as on 23-5-1972. 
The Managing Director wanted the strike at the office of 
the colliery started on 20-5-1972 to be withdrawn and the 
Secretary of the Union wanted that the disciplinary action 
against the three workmen to be kept pending until the 
charter of demands made in Ext W-4 as well us in Ext. 
WT 1 were to he complied with. It was seen that the 
Managing Director when he met the Assistant Labour Com- 
missioner on 22-5-1972 assured him that he shall keep the 
disciplinary action pending subject to the finalisation of the 
other demands by the union on behalf of the workmen. It 
was on the basis of that undertaking and assurance that 
the Assistant Labour Commissioner prevailed upon the Secre- 
tary of the union to withdraw the strike. As a matter of 
fact the strike had been withdrawn but the Managing Direc- 
tor pressed the enquiry without any regard for the assurance 
which he had given to the Labour Commissioner and the 
Labour Commissioner in his turn had given to the Secretary 
of the Union. The Assistant Labour Commissioner reiterated 
in Ext W-5 letter to the Managing Director that he had 
undertaken to keep the disciplinary action against the work- 
men pending until the disposal of the other disputes, The 
Managing Director disregarded the assurance which he had 
given to the workmen in this case and passed on 19-6-1972 
the dismissal order thereby negativing the proposed settlement 
of the dispute which existed between the management and 
the workmen. 

9. It is clear from the circumstances of the case that the 
Managing Director had broken his promise and proceeded 
with the enquiry against the workmen. This is a striking 
example of malaflde on the part of the management. It 
is true that the union allaged the violation of the agreement 
on the part of the management only after the chargesheets 
were handed over to the delinquent workmen in this case. 
But that by itself is not a circumstance to hold that the 
management did not show want of good faith against the 
workmen. It has been established In the case that the man- 
agement at one stage wanted to settle the dispute amicably. 
That was a circumstance to show that there was some pend- 
ing disputes between the parties, It was in that connection 
that the management was prepared to settle the domestic 
enquiry against the workmen and thereby the strike at the 
office of the colliery vacated. After having got the strike 
vacated the management did not make any attempt at con- 
ciliation either of the demands made by the workmen and 
stay the demestlc enquiry against the three delinquent work- 
men; on the other hand the Managing Director passed the 
order of dismissal. This is a circumstance to show that 
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there was want of good faith on the part of the manage- 
ment. That circumstance alone is sufficient to hold that 
the dismissal is vitiated by want of good faith which in 
the circumstances of the case can also be regarded as unfair 
labour practice. It follows from this conclusion the? there 
was an attempt of victimisation of the concerned workmen. 

10. It is in evidence that these three workmen were the 
office-bearers of the local branch of the Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabba. Sri Algu Singh, examined as witness no. 2 who is 
one of the delinquent workmen, stated that he was the 
Assistant Secretary of the Damoda Colliery branch union. 
The other co-worker Sri Binayak Singh was the President of 
that union and the third worker was a Committee member. 
That they were office-bearers of the branch union was es- 
tablished from the notices which they received from the 
Assistant Labour Commissioner. These notices are marked 
as Exts. W-17 series. A feable attempt was made on behalf 
of the management to show that they were not office-bearers 
at the time of the! incident. But the evidence of witnesses 1 
and 2 examined on behalf of the workmen revealed that they 
were office-bearers even during the period of the incident, 
ft is also in evidence that they were the ring leaders of the 
agitation which was taken up against the management. They 
took active part in the strike. Ah against the evidence of 
the workmen there was no evidence worth the name on the 
side of the management to show that they were not office- 
bearers of the local branch of the union much less they 
wore active workers of the union. This was a circumstance 
to indicate that the management could have had some grudge 
against the workmen. That leads to the conclusion that the 
circumstance made out in the case will point to a case of 
victimisation of the workmen at the instance of the manage- 
ment. 

11. On these grounds, I find that the dismissal order passed 
against the three workmen in question on 19-6-1972 by the 
management of Damoda colliery is not valid and binding on 
them. 

[?. The next question is whether the workmen should be 
reinstated or they should be paid compensation for the loss 
of employment. The evidence of the workmen is that they 
had never been paid any wages after they were suspended 
from service with effect from 14 4 1972. There is also evi- 
dence that they were not employed elsewhere afler their 
suspension and later dismissal. The discretion vested in the 
tribunal for reinstating a dismissed workman to service has 
to be exercised with great care as It may not be a light 
matter to force an employee on an unwilling employer on 
the plea of industrial harmony. If a workman is wrongfully 
and unjustifiably discharge or dismissed the normal rule is 
that he must be reinstated to his former service. However, 
there are exceptions to this rule. In Punjab National Bank 
Ltd. v. Their workmen, 1959 II LLI, p. 666, it Is laid down 
that no hard and fast rule could be made out in dealing 
with this problem and each case has to be considered on its 
own merits and in reaching the final decision an attempt 
must be made to reconcile the conflicting claims made by the 
employee and the employer. And yet In the interest of secu- 
rity of employees service and for protecting him against 
wrongful dismissal from service it held that the normal rule 
would be reinstatement in such cases. But in certain other 
cases exceptions to this rule had been pointed out. In 
Assam Oil Co., Ltd., v. Its Workmen, 1960 I LLJ, p. 587, 
Gajendragadkar, J., observed : 

“There is no doubt that the normal rule is that in cases 
of wrongful dismissal the dismissed employee is 
entitled to reinstatement, but there can be cases 
where it would not be expedient to follow this 
normal rule and to direct reinstatement. It is no 
doubt true that in this respect the effect of the 
employer’s plea that he has lost confidence in the 
dismissed employee cannot ordinarily be exaggera- 
ted. However, in the circumstances of the Instant 
case, the relief by way of substantial compensation 
in lieu of reinstatement was held reasonable and 
justified." 

The observation in Samnuggur Jute Factory Company, Ltd. 
and Their Workmen, 1964 I LLJ, p. 634, at page 637, is 
as follow: 

"There may however be cases in which industrial ad- 
judication may take the view that if the case pre- 
sents certain unusual features reinstatement may 
not be granted and compensation instead may meet 
the ends of justicei." 
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On a review of these cases, however, no clear guideline as 
to what types of cases and what unusual features would 
warrant compensation in lieu of restatement is discernible. 
It can be said generally that each case has to be decided on 
its peculiar facts. 

13. Regarding the past conduct of the three workmen in 
question there have been no evidence on the part of the 
management to show that there had been any adverse con- 
duct against them. On the contrary the evidence is that 
they had been good workmen and there had been no com- 
ment on their conduct or character antecedent to the alleged 
incident It can also be pointed out in this case that the 
alleged conduct of the workmen on 11-4-1972 will have no 
repercussion whatsoever in the present set up of the colliery. 
The colliery had been taken over by the Government of India. 
There is no evidence that the victims of the alleged incidence 
will again be the officers of the workmen after reemploy- 
nicnt. There was no case that the management had no faith 
in the workmen or that their presence in the colliery would 
have some bad repercussion. In deciding the question as to 
whether a workman should be given relief of reinstatement 
or compensation to meet the ends of justice, the conduct 
of the employee is mainly one of the relevant matters that 
has to be taken Into consideration. Having found that their 
conduct was not reported to be unsatisfactory, there is no 
ground to allow compensation in this case. There is no 
case also that the employer had lost confidence in the work- 
men and that, therefore, these workmen shall not be reim- 
posed on an unwilling employer. If in all cases of this type 
the management were to say that unwilling employer shall 
not be directed to take over the dismissed workmen, there 
would be difficulty in the application of normal practice of re- 
instatement, If such a contention is allowed to prevail the 
industrial employees who are illegally or unjustifiably dis- 
missed would never get the relief of reinstatement. In this 
regard reference may be made to a decision reported in the 
case of the Management of Panitole Tea Estate and The 
Workmen, 1971 I LIJ, p. 233. The relevant passage reads 
as foBows : 

“The question whether on setting aside the wrongful 
dismissal of a workman he should be reinstated or 
directed to be paid compensation is a matter within 
the juridical discretion of the Labour Court or 
the Tribunal, dealing with the industrial dispute, 
the general rule in the absence of any special cir- 
cumstances being of reinstatement. In exercising 
this discretion, fair-play towards the employee on 
the one hand and interest of the employer, includ- 
ing considerations of discipline in the establish- 
ment, on the other, require to be duly safeguarded. 
This is necessary in the interest both of security 
of tenure of the employee and of smooth and har- 
monious working of the establishment. Legitimate 
interests of both of them have to be kept in view 
if the Older is expected to promote the desired ob- 
jective of industrial peace and maximum possible 
production. The past record of the employee, 
the nature of the alleged conduct for which action 
was taken against him, the grounds on which the 
order of the employer is set aside, the nature of 
the duties performer! by the employee concerned 
and the nature of the industrial establishment are 
some of the broad relevant factors which require 

to be taken into consideration Proper balance 

has to be maintained between the conflicting claims 
of the employer and the employee without jeopar- 
dising the larger interests of industrial peace and 
progress... The general rule of reinstatement in 
the absence of special circumstances was also reco- 
gnised... no hard and fast rule as to which cir- 
cumstances would establish an exception to the 
general rule could be laid down and the Tribunal 
mast in each case decide the question in a spirit of 
fairness and justice in keeping with the objectives 
of Industrial adjudication.” 

On consideration of these decisions and other circumstances 
of the case, I feel that this is a fit case where fairness and 
justice require that the workmen shall be reinstated with 
full back wages. The back wages shall be paid bv the 
Damoda Colliery owned by the Damoda Coal Company 
Private Ltd., upto the date of nationalisation of the coal 
mine. The back wages after the nationalisation shall be 
paid by the Coal Mines Authority. 
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14. In the result, the reference is answered in favour of 
the workmen setting aside the dismissal order dated 19-6-1972 
and reinstating thei* to their former offices under the Coal 
Mines Authority as expeditiously as possible. The back 
wages upto 30th April, 1973 shall be paid by the Damoda 
Colliery owned by Messrs Damoda Coal Company Private 
Limited and thereafter from 1st May, 1973 the back wages 
shall be paid by the Coal Mines Authority Limited. 


An award is passed accordingly. 


Calcutta, the 16th June, 1975. 

ORDER 

The question that arises for determination in this refe- 
rence at this stage is as regards the legality of validity of 
the domestic enquiry which was held by the manage- 
ment resulting in the dismissal of their three workmen, 
Sarva Shri Binayak Singh, Chaprasi, Ch. Lachman Singh, 
Night guard and Algu Singh, Miffing Sirdar. 

2. The dismissal order was passed by the Managing 

Director Damoda Colliery where those three workmen were 
employed on 19-6-72 after the domestic enquiry was con- 
ducted on 8th, 9th and 11th May, 1972. The Damoda 
Colliery had been taken over by the Government of 
India Under the Coal Mines Nationalisation Act with effect 
from 1-5-1973. The Coal Mines Authority is the Opposite 
party which supports the validity or legality of the enquiry, 
There workmen, o nthe other hand, raise the contention that 
the enquiry was not properly held. In paragraph 18 of 
the written statement dated 18th December, 1974 certain 
irregularities of the enquiry had been pointed out bv the 
Union. It is stated that no proper enquiry was held and the 
concerned workmen were denied reasonable opportunity of 

defending themselves and that the pretended enquiry was 

vitiated by gross violation of the principles of natural 
justice. Among other things they contend that the follow- 
ing are the infirmities of the said pretended enquiry, ta) 

the proceedings_were not recorded properly. In spite of 

workmens protest the proceedings were recorded in Eng- 
lish for some ulterior motives and the proceedings were not 
explained; (b) no proper scope was given to make 
their statements; (c) no scope was given to cross-examine 
the companys witnesses; (d) defence witnesses were not 
allowed to adduce evidence; (e) copies of the documents 
were not supplied either before or at the time of enquiry : 
(f) no representative of the workmen was allowed and (g) 
the enquiry officer was biased. It is further stated that 
the concerned workmen had no knowledge of English. 

3. Both sides agreed thut even after amendment of Sec, 
11A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, the employer and 
employee can adduce evidence regarding the legality or vali- 
dity of the domestic enquiry if it had been held by an 
employer. On the basis of that agreement the management 
has examined the enquiry officer himself as a witness. On 
behalf of the workmen Algu Singh, one of the dismissed 
workmen was examined as a' witness. Sri Sunil Sen, Organis- 
ing Secretary of Colliery Mazdoor Sabha was also examined 
on behalf of the workmen. 

4. The domestic enquiry was conducted by one Sri S. K. 
Mukherjee, a practising Advocate of Durgapur Court who 
had been practising law since 1968. He conducted an ela- 
borate enquiry in the proceeding. On behalf of the manage- 
ment he examined as many as 9 witnesses in the case. All 
the three workmen were also examined before him. A 
co-worker of the aggrieved workmen helped the workmen 
at the enquiry. The enquiry was held on 8th, 9th and 
11th May, 1972. Even before the enquiry was started the 
management had sent the chargesheets against the workmen 
on 17-4-72 and they were also kept under suspension- The 
chargesheets and suspension letters were issued on 17-4-1972. 
They were sent through the colliery peon and the fact of 
tho service was entered in the Peon Book. But the workmen 
refused to accept the chargesheet. As the receipt of charge- 
sheet constituted a misconduct under the Standing OTders of 
the colliery separate chargesheet for the same misconduct was 
also issued on 18-4-1972 against the workmen. The afore- 
said chargesheet together with the chargesheet dated 17-4-1972 
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and the suspension orders were sent to each of the concerned 
workmen by registered post again on 18-4-19 72. Binayak 
Singh refused to accent the cover containing the chragcsheet 
and the suspension order but the other two workmen received 
the same on 26-4-1972. On receipt of the undelivered cover 
addressed to Binayak. Singh another letter was sent by the 
colliery to him on 25-4-1972 enclosing therewith conics of both 
the aforesaid charegeshecls and also informing him about the 
holding of domestic enquiry and the appointment of an enquiry 
officer therefor. These letters sent through a ncou were duly 
entered in a Peon Book and also by registered post with 
acknowledgement due. They were also duly received by Sri 
Binayak Singh, Finally all the workmen submitted their expla- 
nation to the chargeshcct prior to holding of the domestic 
enquiry and the domestic enquiry was held thereafter by the 
Advocate, un independent person in the presence of the three 
accused workmen. 

5. The enquiry officer in several of the depositions recorded 
in presence of the three workmen made a note that the state- 
ment of witnesses had been read over to the workmen and 
explained to them in their language. The workmen had no 
defence witness to he examined on their behalf, They also 
did not cross-examine any of the prosecution witnesses. In 
their evidence Ch. Laehamnn Singh stated that on 11-4-1972 
he was not at the station and he had also nothing to say 
further in the matter. Tn the examination of Einoyak Singh 
he stated that on 11-4-1972 he was on duty in the colliery 
and he had no knowledge about, the allegations made. The 
statement of Algu Singh was that on 1 1-4-1972 he was in 
the colliery and the case was falsely foisted on him. 
The case against these three workmen was that on 

11- 4-1972 they trespassed into office building of the 
colliery, threatened the result that the shirt of the 
person was torn. They were also abused in vulgar language. 
They created a reign of terror in the office. Due to the threat 
of life, intimidation and coersion the office stall' was very much 
agitated and excited. The conduct Of these workmen was 
found to be highly objectionable and therefore the victims of 
the tragedy filed a complaint before the management on 

12- 4-1972 on the basis of which the enquiry proceeding was 
started with due notice of charges framed against the workmen. 
The incident on 11-4-1972 at 10 a.m. was found to be an 
offence of misconduct as defined in sub-clause (xviii) of clause 
18(a) of the Company's Standing Orders and the failure to 
receive the chargeshcct was found to be an offence under sub- 
clause (xxiii) of clause 18(a). The relcvent provisions of the 
standing order are specified and quoted in the charges. 

6. With regard to the dates of the enquiry the case of the 

workmen cannot be accepted. The workmen alleged that the 
enquiry was held only on 8-5-1.972. The enquiry officer 
gave evidence that the enquiry was held on 8th. 
9th and 11th May, 1972. In support of his contention 
there is the documentary evidence. This contention of 
the management appears to be probable because the 
objection to the enquiry was taken by the union as well 
as the workmen only on 12-5-1972 vide Exts. W-3 and W-13. 
If any enquiry had been held only on 8th Mav, 1972 as con 
tended by the workmen it would have been possible for them 

to record their objections even oil 9-5-1972. The fact that 

they recorded their objections on 12-5-1972 was an indication 
that the enquiry was held on 8th, 9th and 1 1th May, 1972, 
There Is no reason to discard the evidence of the enquiry 
officer In this regard. The evidence was based upon the record 
he maintained during the inquiry. It is also not correct to say 
that the enquiry officer failed to explain to the workmen the 
substance of the statements which the witnesses of the 
management, gave in the language known to The workmen. 
It cannot be disputed that the enquiry officer would 
be in a position to translate English into Hindi language 
with which the workmen are conversant. They had no 

case either in Ex. W-3 or in Ext. W-13 that the' sub- 

stance of the deposition and other proceedings was not 
explained to them in any other language during (he 
enquiry. Their case was that their witnesses were not 
allowed to be examined and that their statements were not 
properly recorded. Ext. W-13 dt, 12-5-1972 was the joint 
representation hv the wirkmen to the Dornoda colliery regard- 
ing the mode of domestic enquiry. That the workmen had 
no witnesses to be examined on their side had been brought 
out even in their examination before (be enquiry officer. They 
also did not cross-examine the witnesses of the management. 
Each one of the workmen was separately examined. They 
pleaded that they were not at the station during the incident 
and that they did not know the incident alleged _ against 
them. In the nature of the defence they took up, it is not 
likely that they would have been denied their right to sum- 
mon defence witnesses. In Ext. W-3 which is the repre- 
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sentation by the union no allegation was made as regards 
the nature of the enquiry though that representation was 
also sent on 12-5-1972, The only complaint in Ext. W-3 
ls that the workmen had been suspended without 
sufficient ground. It would therefore appears that the 
workmen had no consistent easo with regard to the nature 
of the enquiry conducted against them. The enquiry officer 
has given evidence and he states that he gave ample op- 
pojtumly to the workmen to adduce evidence in Lhe 
case in support of their defence. The workmen also did not 
state in their statement that they wanted any defence witness 
to be examined. 

7. The proceeding, against the workmen was started on the 
basis of a written complaint which is given by the victims of 
the incident to the Managing Director of the colliery on 
12-4-1972. That complaint forms part of the record and it 
was exhibited in the ease, One of the contentions raised by 
the workmen is that the copy of that complaint was not given 
to them either before the enquiry or during the enquiry. Tn 
view of the nature of defence taken up by the workmen failure 
to serve a copy of the complaint on them before the enquiry 
does not appear to he very important in the circumstances of 
this case. It is true that the prosecution is bound to supply 
all the documents on which they rely against the accused per- 
son in tiny enquiry or trial before such enquiry or trial is 
commenced. But that sole circumstance by itself will not 
vitiate an enquiry or trial unless it is proved that the accused 
person is prejudiced in his defence on account of the failure 
of the prosecution to supply any particular document on 
which they rely. The defence of the workmen in this cc.se is a 
bare denial of the entire incident. As a matter of fact, the 
contents of the complaint had been incorporated in the respec- 
tive charges levelled against the workmen. The charges will 
reveal that the incident took place at the office of the colliery 
on 10 A.M. on 11-4-1972. The workmen had no case that 
they were present at the colliery office during the iocidcut, 
On the other band they pleaded alabi; but they aid not sub- 
stantiate their case of alabi. The complaint, in question had 
been exhibited during the enquiry and every word in the tom- 
plaint had been spoken to by all the witnesses examined in the 
case on behalf of tho management. The persons who signed 
the complaint had also been examined before the enquiry 
officer. Taking into consideration these circumstances I am of 
the opinion that the failure to supply a copy of 
the complaint in the circumstances of the case would not 
amount to failure of natural justice. The allegation that no 
opportunity was given to make their statement or to crofs- 
examirn- the witnesses of the management or that, they were 
not allowed to examine defence witness cannot be accepted. 
There was no reliable evidence that the enquiry officer was 
biased. It cannot also be said that tho enquiry officer did 
not record the evidence properly. 

8. On behalf of the management nine witnesses had been 
examined in the case but the workmen did not choose to cross- 
examine them. They were assisted by a co-'voAcr. The 
enquiry was held on three days. The enquiry office; explain- 
ed the substance of the evidence to the workmen by translating 
the same in their language. He made a record of that fact 
in the margin of the deposition of the witnesses. It cannot be 
said that the enquiry officer was in any manner connected 
with the management. It was true (hat he conducted 
an enquiry in an allied concern of the same management but 
the result of the enquiry was the acquittal of the workmen. 
Tie denied that he gave any legal advice to the management 
in any other labour disputes. There was nothing to show any 
connection between the enquiry officer and the management. 
He was found to be a practising lawyer who had not uv ic 
grind against the workmen. Under these corcutnslances there 
is no reason to think that the enquiry is invalid or it is in any 
way vitiated. However, I do not propose to give any opinion 
as to the contention of the workmen that the enquiry was 
vitiated on account of their victimisation by the management 
or that it was vitiated by any had labour practice. Those con- 
tentions will be considered only after giving a chance to the 
management as well as to the workmen to adduce evidence in 
support of those contentions. It is sufficient for the present 
to say that prima facie the enquiry is valid and it is not 
vitiated by any other irregularity or illegality. 

9. The reference will be posted to 5-5-1975 for hearing both 
the parties regarding other contentions raised in the written 
statements, 

Inform parties accordingly. 

25-3 1975. E. K. MOIDU, Presiding Officer 
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S. H. S. IYER. Section Officer (SpO 
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